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Current Topics. 


The Committee on the Land Transfer Bill, 

We stTaTeEp a fortnight ago that the Law of Property Bill, 
after being read a second time in the House of Lords, was 
referred to a Joint Committee of both Houses. The members 
appointed by the House of Lords are the Earl of MALMEs- 
puRY, Lord Hatpane, Lord Buckmaster, and Lord Mutr- 
MACKENZIE The appointment of the House of Commons 
members has not yet been announced. We are glad to see 
that Lord Haupane will give his assistance to this attempt to 
improve upon his own Bill of pre-war days. Lord Buck- 
MASTER, it will be remembered, was a member of the Land 
Transfer Commission of 1908 to 1911, and Lord Mutr- 
MACKENZIE, both as the Lord Chancellor's secretary and 
more recently as a member of the House of Lords, has taken 
an active part in current legislation. We hope to begin next 
week the consideration of some of the points arising on the 
Bill. 

The New President of the Board of Trade, 

THE APPOINTMENT of Sir Rosert Horne to succeed Sir 
AUCKLAND GeppEs as Minister for ‘Trade will please members 
of the legal profession, and not least the Scottish Bar, of which 
Sir Rosert is so great an ornament. Lawyers are so constantly 
attacked in the public Press that it is pleasant to find them in- 
dispensable whenever an arduous and delicate task has to be 
undertaken. Sir Ropert has been a great success at the 
Ministry of Labour. He has been so, in the first instance, be- 
cause he is a lawyer accustomed to appear impartially for both 
employers and workmen, thus seeing both points of view; in 
the second place, because he is a Scotsman, and therefore a man 
of canny common sense; and in the third place, because he 
brings a trained philosophic mind to bear on political and social 
problems. The academic mind is despised by the Prese in equal 
degree with the legal: yet academic minds, too, are ‘‘ a very 
present help in time of trouble.’’ Sir AucKLAND GeppEs and 
Sir Herpert Fisuer are academic minds: and the nation 
could scarcely have commenced reconstruction without them 
Sir Roserr Horne was an assistant professor of philosophy 
before he commenced a great career as advocate in the Scottish 
courts, He studied moral philosophy and economics in the 
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University of Glasgow under so renowned a teacher as 
Epwarp Cairp, the late Master of Balliol. And his mind re- 
tains in politics something of the broad philosophic outlook on 
questions of ethics and economics which in the House of Com- 
mons is so conspicuous by its absence. We can call to mind 
only one other member who diplays it ; and he is also a success- 
ful barrister, Lord Rosert Cecii. It may be interesting to 
point out that Sir Ropert Horne is not the only eminent 
Scotaman of recent years who was a philosopher before he be- 
came a lawyer. Lord Saaw taught logic in the University of 
Edinburgh before he came to the Bar, and Lord Havpang, of 
course, has written books and delivered Gifford lectures on 
the ‘‘ Pathway to Reality.’’ Logic and moral philosophy were 
until recent years a compulsory examination subject before a 
student. could enter the Faculty of Advocates, and all Scota 
judges have some understanding of both. It seems almost a 
pity that. neither logic, nor psychology, nor economics are re- 
garded as necessary, or even as useful, parte of an English 
judge’s equipment 

Scottish Advocates as Ministers of State. 

Sir Rosert Horne, however, is not the first successful Scot- 
tish advocate who, on entering the House of Commons, has un 
expectedly discovered that politics, rather than law, was the 
true bent of his mind. The famous Dunpas, friend and ally 
of Pitt, was merely an advocate of renown until, as Lord 
Advocate, he found a seat in the House of Commons. There 
he displayed a remarkable capacity for debate, a wonderful 
gift, for intrigue, and administrative talents of the very highest 
order. The result is that for twenty years he ruled Scotland 
as Tory Minister with a rod of iron, until impeachment 
brought to an undeservedly tragic close a really great career. 
Again, in our own time, Granam-Murray, now Lord Dunepin, 
entered the House of Commons as Lord Advocate, presently to 
abandon that office for the Scottish Secretaryship of State. 
But Lord Dunep1n accepted Cabinet office on the verge of sixty, 
and although brilliantly successful, no doubt felt it was not 
right to reject the tempting offer of the Lord Presidency of 
the Court of Session when it came his way. Now, of course, 
he is a law lord. It remains to be seen whether the precedent 
of Henry Dunpas—saving his impeachment—or that of 
Anprew GranaM-Murray will appeal the most to Sir Rosert 
Horne. 


Hospitals and the Ministry of Health. 

Two Questions of interest alike to lawyers and the public 
at large have recently been much canvassed in the world of 
local government affairs. One is whether the new Ministry 
of Health can take over the task of subsidizing private hos- 
pitals; the other, whether it can establish a State Medical 
Service. The latter question is not urgent; in any case the 
answer almost certainly is that such an expenditure of public 
funds is wtra vires. The National Insurance Act, 1911, the 
functions of which are transferred to the Ministry of Health, 
does not contemplate any such public service; it provides for 
the establishment of a partial State service of doctors under 
the ‘‘ panel '’ system to meet the wants of one class of the 
community. In this case inclusio unius exclusio alterius is a 
maxim of interpretation which seems to cover the case, and so 
the provisions for a panel system rule out the initiation of a 
general State Medical Service. The former point, however, is 
much more doubtful. It can hardly be denied that the exist- 
ing private hospitalsusing the word ‘‘ private’’ as opposed 
to State or municipal are as essential to the relief of suffering 
and the cure of disease as are the infirmaries provided by the 
Poor Law authorities; the latter cannot possibly provide for 
the needs of the whole population of sick persons. The clos- 
ing down of private hospitals, now threatened as the result of 
diminished private subscriptions, would be a national disaster 
It is, therefore, desirable that some attempt should be made to 
keep those hospitals open, and the public acquisition of the 
military hospitals now being abandoned has been suggested as 
desirable. Whether the Ministry of Health can touch this evil, 
however, is very doubtful. As pointed out in our first three 


the Ministry of Health is established by ite constituent statute 
for the purpose of ‘‘ safeguarding the national health ’’ ; but, 
in carrying out ite purposes, it is apparently limited the 
wording of section | to the full utilization of existing modes of 
preserving that national health ; to devise wholly new methods 
seems wltra vires. But it is clear that the Poor Law Unions, 
whose functions are taken over by the Ministry, cannot sub- 
sidize private hospitals, over which they have no control ; they 
can establish their own infirmaries, or pay for treatment of 
their own paupers in private hospitals ; but their power extends 
no further. Possibly a subsidy to private hospitals on con- 
dition of maintaining paupers sent by the subsidizing Union 
would be a solution of the difficulty. But we rather think 
legislation is needed for any satisfactory scheme. 


The Late Sir Robert Morant. 

IN CONNECTION with the above we may refer to the un 
timely death of that conscientious and highly talented public 
servant, Sir Ropert Monrant, the deceased permanent 
chief of the Ministry of Health. Sir Rosert estab- 
lished his fame in the local government world when, 
in 1902, he became head of the Board of Educa 
tion and pushed into rapid, but successful, action the much- 
canvassed system of that stormtossed statute. His suc- 
cess as an educational administrator marked him out in 1911 
as the man best suited to undertake a task of nearly equal 
magnitude, and quite equal contentiousness, the organisation 
of the National Health Insurance Commission, and the en- 
forcement of the National Insurance Act against a chorus of 
powerful protests. When the Ministry of Health was brought 
into being last year, and when its head had to be chosen from 
amongst the chiefs of a dozen sub-departments transferred to 
it and amalgamated with it, there could be no doubt that Sir 
Rosert Morant must be selected A great administrator and 
a zealous public servant, he nevertheless possessed in a full 
measure the autocratic instincts of the modern bureaucrat, and 
half a dozen cases between 1902 and 1914 mark his conflicts 
with the Courts and the liberty of the individual. But the 
lawyers who conducted cases against his department, notably 
the late Mr. DanckwertTs, always respected his public spirit, 
and knew that in him they had a powerful, but an eminently 
straightforward opponent. 


Gifts to Illegitimate Children. 

One or the most difficult of the questions frequently arising 
before the Courts is whether, for the purposes of a particular 
will, the word “ children ’’ is to be extended to illegitimate 
children. In the absence of any special circumstances the 
word, of course, is confined to legitimate children ; but it may 
include illegitimate children if this is required by the facts of 
the case—for instance, if there cannot be any legitimate chil- 
dren to take under the gift—or if, on the construction of the 
will, illegitimate children are included: Hill v. Crook (L. R. 
6 H. L. 265, 283). In the Marshall Field case, which has 
excited a good deal of interest in America from the amount 
of the property involved, Judge Sutuivan has held in the 
Superior Court at Chicago that the ordinary rule applied, and 
that an illegitimate child was not entitled to share with two 
legitimate children in a trust fund of £400,000 created by 
the will of the late Marsnatt Frevp for his grandchildren. 
It seems that the terms “‘ issue’’ and “‘ legal issue ’’ were used 
in the will, but whether any plausible case could be made on 
behalf of the illegitimate child the short report.in the Press 
does not shew. In the case of Re Bleckly (ante, p. 306) 4 
different result was arrived at by the Court of Appeal, differing 
from Eve, J., and children of a testator who were treated as 
illegitimate were included. In that case the testator had three 
children by his first. wife, who died in 1894, and in 1896 he mar- : 
ried at Calais her sister, by whom he had three more children 
He made provision by his will for his sons and daughters, and 
these included provisions for his ‘‘ unmarried daughters. 
But at the date of the will only one of the daughters by his 
first wife was unmarried; hence to make the will sensible it 
was necessary to include the daughters of the second unjen. 





articles on the ‘‘ Ministry of Health ’’ (ante, pp. 4, et seq-), 
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And there were other indications in the will which assisted this 
construction. Hence the children of the second union were 
included in the benefits of the will. 


The Status of Children under the Deceased 
Wife’s Sister's Marriage Act. 

In THE reference above to Re Bleckly we have carefully 
refrained from describing the children of the second union as 
illegitimate, but we should very probably have fallen into that 
error had not an esteemed correspondent raised the question 
whether the term was correctly used in the report of the case. 
in strictness, we imagine it was incorrect, though under such 
circumstances it is convenient to refer to the children of the 
marriage with a deceased wife's sister, when the marriage was 
before 1907, as illegitimate, and it would be difficult to make 
the legal points clear without using the term. But the term 
must in such a connection be read subject to the qualification 
that it only implies illegitimacy in regard to the taking of 
property. By the first section of the Act ‘‘ no marriage here- 
tofore or hereafter contracted between a man and his deceased 
wife’s sister, within the realm or without, shall be deemed to 
have been, or shall be, void or voidable, as a civil contract, 
by reason only of such affinity.’”’ The words ‘‘ as a civil con- 
tract ’’ do not prejudice the retrospective validity of a mar- 
riage entered into before the Act, and we think there can be no 
doubt that the children obtain the status of legitimacy under 
the Act, and it is only by virtue of the saving in section 2 
that they are for certain purposes deprived of the benefit of 
this status. Under that section no interest in property, 
** whether vested or contingent at the time of ’’ the Act, is to 
be prejudicially affected by reason of a marriage being made 
valid under the Act. Hence a child cannot by legitimation 
under the Act become entitled to property as against a person 
with an interest therein existing at the date of the Act. But 
if this is correct, how came it that Re Bleckly was decided 
by Eve, J., on the construction of the will? The testator did 
not die till 1917, and the children of his first marriage had in 
1907 no interest under his will. The will was made in 1917, 
but apparently it would be the same even though it had been 
made before 1907. Hence at the testator’s death section 2 
had no application, and all the children were legitimate hoth 
as regards status in general and as regards taking under their 
father’s will. The omission of Eve, J., to notice this makes us 
suspect that there must be a flaw in our reasoning. But Lord 
Srernpace, M.R., in the Court of Appeal, intimated that, if 
the judgment of Eve, J., on the question of construction was 
right, then the point of legitimacy would have to be argued 
If we are right, then the question of legitimacy was the prior 
question, and it would have avoided the necessity for settling 
the point of construction. 


Petitions of Right. 

In ouR issue of 7th February last (ante, p. 251—‘‘ Action 
against the Government or State ’’) we referred to the case o! 
Re Quilliam (Limited), reported in the Times of 20th January, 
as an illustration of “‘the archaic procedure of petitions of 
right.’’ In that case the King’s Bench Division refused to 
grant a mandamus to compel the Home Secretary to submit 
4 suppliant’s petition to His Majesty for his fiat. We notice 
that in the Times of Wednesday a correspondent writes com- 
plaining of delay in the Home Office after sending in a peti- 
tion, and referring to ‘‘ a recent case,’’ which is evidently the 
case of Re Quilliam (Limited) (supra), ‘‘ where it was decided 
that there is no method of compelling the Home Secretary ’’ 
to proceed in laying the petition before the King. The sug- 
gestion is made by the writer in the Times that. ‘‘ it is time 
that a simple Act of Parliament was passed to get rid entirely 
of the anachronism of a petition of right, and to provide 
that the ordinary procedure before the King’s Courts should 
be available to any subject suing the Crown, the defendant 
being the appropriate Minister.’ With this suggestion we 
entirely agree, and in our note of 7th February will be found 








references to oversea statutes by means of which this simple | fresh capital by the issue of new shares. And section 81 does 


reform has already been effected. Probably the provision 
made by the Commonwealth of Australia is as good a model as 
any. Section 56 of the (Australian) Judiciary Act, 1903, 
enabling actions to be brought against the Commonwealth, was 
referred to in our previous note. Ihe section is one of a 
group of sections (ss. 56-67) relating to * Suits by and against 
the Commonwealth and the States,’’ and section 63 is worth 
noticing as being likely to be helpful to an English draftsman : 

Where the Commonwealth or a State is a party to a suit, 
all process in the suit required to be served upon that party 
shall be served upon the Attorney-General of the Common- 
wealth or of the State, as the case may be, or upon some per- 
son appointed by him to receive service , 


The King’s Writ in Profiteering Cases. 

Tue case of Wilson v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Raslway 
Company (reported elsewhere) illustrates the unex pected 
points that may arise under a _ statute drafted in 
popular language Under the Profiteering Act, 1919, 
we hardly need say, two separate sanctions are invoked 
against a ‘‘ profiteering ’’ retailer; the Local Committee 
before whom the case comes may themselves order repay- 
ment to the purchaser of any sum they deem an excess 
charge, or they may direct. a prosecution before justices, 
who may fine or sentence the offender to imprisonment. A 
person who deems himself aggrieved by a decision of a Pro- 
fiteering Committee or a Bench of Justices can, of course, 
question their proceedings in the Divisional Court by means 
of one of the prerogative writs. Where he alleges that the 
Tribunal or Bench has assumed a jurisdiction to which it is 
not entitled, the proper writ, of course, is a Writ of Prohi- 
bition. In the present case the Committee ordered repayment 
instead of directing a prosecution ; the defendant contended 
that they had no jurisdiction, the sale having taken place in 
a restaurant, and the article (he contended) not being within 
the scheduled commodities covered by the statute. His suit 
was dismissed in the Divisional Court, and thereupon he ap- 
pealed to the Court of Appeal. Such an appeal is possible if 
the proceedings are civil, but not if they are in a“ criminal 
cause or matter,’’ and a Crown Writ is either a “‘ civil’’ 
or a ‘criminal ’’ matter according as the proceedings at 
which it is arrived were ‘‘civil’’ or ‘‘ criminal ’’ (Wrottesley 
and Jacobs, Criminal Appeal, pp. 1-3, and cases there cited). 
And so the complainant, with a preliminary objection in the 
Court. of Appeal, had contended that the proceedings before 
the Tribunal were ‘‘ criminal,’’ and hence not appealable before 
the Divisional Court. This is rather a neat point. But the 
Court. held that the statute contemplated two alternatives, 
civil or criminal remedies, and that an order for repayment 
by the Committee meant that it had adopted the civil remedy 
instead of ordering a criminal prosecution. So the prelimi 
nary objection was disallowed 


Sale Prospectus. 

Tue Times of the 13th inst, under ‘‘ City Notes,’’ has 
some interesting remarks about what is known as a “‘ sale 
prospectus,’’ and suggests that an amendment of the Com 
panies Acts is required for the protection of many investors 
who know nothing of the ways of company promoters. The 
particular danger pointed out is that capital is now often 
raised by an issuing house appealing to the public instead 
of the company itself issuing its own prospectus The com- 
pany requiring the capita! sells its securities to the issuing 
house, and the latter may then issue a prospectus for which 
the company or its directors are not responsible. Thus the 
stringent provisions of sections 80 and 81 of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, are evaded. Section 80 refers to 
prospectuses ‘‘ issued by or on behalf of a company or in rela- 
tion to any intended company ’’; section 81 refers to pros- 
pectuses ‘‘ issued by or on behalf of a company, or by or on 
behalf of any person who is or has been engaged or interested 
in the formation of the company.’’ These sections do not 
apparently cover the case of an issuing house issuing the capital 
where a company is already established and is seeking to raise 
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not apparently cover the case of an issue of capital for a com- 


pany in course of formation if the issuing house is not inter-° 


ested in the formation of the company. Section 81 is the 
important which requires disclosure (inter alia) of 
“‘ every material contract Disclosure by a separate issuing 
house is just as important as disclosure by the company itself 
The danger pointed out by the Times seems a real one, and if 
the Companies Act is to be kept water-tight an amendment of 
sections 80 and 8] would seem to be necessary 


section 


The Report of the Income Tax 
Commission. 


Tue Report of the Royal Commission on the Income Tax was 
issued on Wednesday, and, considering the difficulties of the 
subject, and the great mass of evidence which was taken, it 
has been produced with commendable celerity. The chairman 
of the Commission is Lord Cotwyn, and among the members 
are Mr. E. G. Pretyman, Sir E. E. Nort-Bower, Sir WALTER 
Trower, Mr. N. F. Warren Fisuer, Mr. Kerry, K.C., Mr. 
KNow.Les, Professor Picov, and Dr. J. C. Stamp. Mr. E. 
CLARK is secretary and Mr. H. M. Sanpers assistant secretary. 
Various changes have occurred in the Commission since it was 
appointed—in particular the regretted death of Sir Tuomas 
WHITTAKER at the end of last year. The terms of reference 


were—— 

“To inquire into the income tax (including super-tax) of the 
United Kingdom in ts aspects, including the scope, rates, and 
incidence of the tax ; allowances and reliefs : administration. assess 
ment, appeal and collection; and prevention of evasion; and to 
report what alterations of law and practice are necessary or dest 
able, and what effect they would heve on rates of tax if it were 
necessary to maintain the total yield 


Recognizing the interest taken in the proceedings of the 
Commission, we have from time to time attempted to sum- 
marize the evidence as it was issued in seven instalments, and 
the various points dealt with have, therefore, been to a con- 
siderable extent already outlined in these columns. The 
Report is a voluminous document of 141 pages, and though all 
the members sign it, some of them add reservations on parti- 
cular points. We shall attempt to indicate briefly the more 
mportant of the changes which are proposed 

British Agents of Foreign Traders.—The hardships incident 
to the liability to tax of agents here of traders abroad was 
forcibly presented to the Commission ; but neither this, nor the 
dlleged danger of closing down such agencies, has appealed to 
the Commissioners, and they do not recommend the diminution 
of the liability sought to be imposed by section 31 of the Fin- 
ance(No. 2) Act, 1915. As to the particular method of arriving 
at the amount of profits made by a non-resident trading in 
the United Kingdom, the Commission cannot suggest any 
invariable rule, but ‘‘ where, in default of any other method of 
calculating profits, it is necessary tq make an estimate of 
profits based on turnover, the percentage adopted should be 
fixed by reference to the results shewn by British resident 
traders in the same class of business.’’ . 

Douhle Income Tax within the British Emjare.—This griev- 
ance has, the Report says, been prominently before the public 
for several years, but the Commission consider that any solu- 
tion of the difficulty which they might propose would be un 
satisfactory unless it (a) received the approval of the 
Dominions, and (4) contained an element of permanency. 
Accordingly, they deputed a Sub-Committee to confer with 
representatives of the self-governing dominions, and they in. 
vited the Board of Inland Revenue to send a representative 
tothe conference. The report of the Sub-Committee is printed 
in Appendix I. to the Report, and the following settlement is 
suggested : 

‘Firstly, that in respect of income taxed both in the United 
Kingdom and in a Dominion, in substitution for the existing partial 
reliefs there should be deducted from the appropriate rate of the 
United Kingdom income tax (including super-tax) the whole of 


the rate of the Dominion income tax charged in respect of the 
same income, subject to the limitation that in no case ahould the 








maximum rate of relief given by the United Kingdom exceed one- 
half of the rate of the United Kingdom income tax (including super- 
tax) to which the individual taxpayer might be liable; and 
‘Secondly, that any further relief necessary in order to confer 
on the taxpayer relief amounting ir all to the lower of the two 
taxes (United Kingdom and Dominion), should be given by the 
Dominion concerned.” 
Examples are given shewing how this arrangement will work 
in particular cases. aw ’ 

Double Income Tax: Foreign Countries.—Any relief on this 
head must, the Report says, depend on reciprocal arrange- 
ments between the Government of the United Kingdom and 
the Government of each foreign State where income tax is in 
force, and the League of Nations—now the common hope for 
international burdens—is suggested as the authority to under. 
take the task. ‘‘ It would only be practicable to arrive at 
such arrangements by means of a series of conferences, pos- 
sibly under the auspices of the League of Nations, such as we 
have been happy to hold with the representatives of the 
Governments of the Dominions.’’ But in the present cir- 
cumstances the Commission cannot recommend any change in 
the existing situation as to double taxation of the same income 
by the United Kingdom Government and by the Government 
of a foreign State. 

Casual Profits —The Commission recommend that any profit 
made on a transaction recognized as a business transaction 
should be brought within the tax, notwithstanding that it is 
not in the nature of ‘‘ annual profits and gains’’ unde 
Schedule D. 

Earned and U nearned Income.—For ‘‘ unearned income ”’ it 
is proposed to substitute the term ‘‘ investment income,’’ and 
toeffect the differentiation between the two in a new manner, 
which will greatly simplify the rates of tax. Earned income 
will be reduced by one-tenth, and, as thus reduced, will be 
aggregated with investment income. Thus a total income of 
£1,000, of which £600 is earned, will be an assessable income 
of £540 + £400, or £940; but the limit up to which this differ- 
entiation will be allowed will be £2,000—i.e, the maximum 
deduction will be £200. Thus an income of £4,000, made up 
of £3,000 earned and £1,000 investment, wouid be £2,800 + 
£1,000, or £3,800 for assessment. The differentiation in 
favour of earned income does not seem very substantial, but 
this must be taken in connection with the proposed allowances. 

Graduation of Rate of Tax.—It is proposed to abolish the 
present progressive rates on earned and investment income 
respectively, and to adopt the following plan. Fix the 
standard rate of tax, say, 6s. ; find the total assessable income 
in the manner just indicated ; deduct the personal and other 
allowances mentioned later; as regards the remainder, charge 
tax at half the standard rate (3s.) on the first £225, and at 
the full standard rate (66.) on the rest. 

The Exemption Limit.—The Commission report that “ it 
is most desirable to specify separately the exemption which 
should be allowed to a bachelor and the exemption which 
should be allowed to a married couple; and they fix it for a 
bachelor at £150 and for a married couple at £250, with a 
further allowance for children, the effect of which is to raise 
the £250 limit. 

Allowances.—The exemption limit being thus fixed, the 
Commission propose—this is under ‘‘ Graduation’’ in the 
Report (p. 29)—that from all incomes there should be de- 
ducted (for income tax as distinct from super-tax) a personal 
abatement equal to the exemption limit—i.e., £150 for 
bachelors and £250 for married couples. It thus becomes 
unnecessary to continue the present allowance in respect of a 
wife. As to children, it is proposed to continue the present 
age limit, but to increase the allowance—£40 for the first 
child and £30 for each subsequent child. The allowance for 
aged or infirm dependent relatives is to be continued, and 
extended to the case of a widowed mother though not aged or 
infirm. All these allowances are to apply without limit of 


‘ 


income—1.¢., the present limit of £800 a year is to be removed. 
A number of examples of how this system will work are given 
under * Graduation ’’ (pp. 32, 33). Thus a married man with 
three young children has an earned income of £500. Reduce 
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by one-tenth to £450. This is his assessable income. The 


marriage allowance (£250) and children’s allowance (£100) | 


are reduced by one-tenth to correspond with the earned in 
come, and become £225 and £90. Deduct these, and the 
taxable income is £135. This pays the half-rate (3s.), and 
the tax is £20 5s., which is an effective rate of 9fd. on each 
£ of actual income. In Appendix III. are given a series of 
graphs shewing the effect of the proposed method. The 
‘jumps '’ which occur in the present system are absent in the 
curves under the new system; but we do not pretend at 
present to have grasped al] that these interesting geometrical 
devices have to tell. They go up to incomes of £2,000. The 
Report says that graduations on incomes exceeding £2,000 
can best be effected by means of super-tax, in addition to the 
ordinary income Tax. 

Taxation at the Source.—The abandonment of this would, 
it is considered, involve great loss to the revenue, and it is 
to be retained. 

Dividends “‘ Free of Tax. It is not proposed to interfere 
with the payment of dividends free of tax, but, in order to 
enable shareholders to understand the exact positions, the 
Report says : — 

‘“It would be a great convenience both to the taxpayer and to 
the Revenue, and would prevent misunderstandings and _ possibl 
loss of revenue, if all dividend warrants shewed clearly (a) the 
gross amount of the distribution, (b) the imcome tax applicable 
thereto, and (c) the net amount payable by the company to th 
shareholder. We accordingly recommend that these particulars 
should be required to be shewn on al] dividend warrants.” 

As regards the payment of directors’ remuneration free oi 
income tax, it is suggested that this is a matter to be dealt 
with under the Report of the Company Law Amendment 
Committee of 1918. 

Wasting Assets and Depreciation of Plant and Machinery 
The Report deals with these matters in Part III., sections | 
and 2, but it cannot usefully be summarized here, and we pro 
pose to state the recommendations in a subsequent article. 

Repairs to Property.—Much evidence was given as to the 
insufficiency of the present allowances of one-sixth and one 
eighth for repairs. The Commission admit that at the moment 
t may be insufficient, though they point out that during the 
war repairs have been very generally held over. ‘‘On the 
balance, therefore, it is not unreasonable to assume that many 
owners have in hand, so far as income tax is concerned, a 
credit towards the repairs now being effected.’’ They recom 
mend (1) that at present the existing allowances should be 
retained as the normal flat rates; (2) that the restrictions of 
£70 value, &c., on claims to returns under the Finance Act 
1915, should be removed ; (3) that, for a period of five years 
one-fourth should be allowed for houses up to £20 and one 
fifth up to £40, subject to repairs being in fact executed ; 
and (4) that when conditions have become “‘ stabilized ’’ an 
inquiry should be held to determine the appropriate flat rates 
for different classes of property. 

Erpenses and Deductions.—A items are con 
sidered under this head. The Commissioners are adamant on 
the question of travelling expenses, and treat them as an ex 
penditure of income rather than an expense necessary to earn 
income ; apparently an erroneous view. But losses such as that 
in Strongv. Woodifield (1906), A. C. 448) they would allow to 
be deducted, although not directly arising out of the trade 

The Assessment of Married Persons.—The Commission are 
severely practical on this matter. They decline to treat it as 
a political question, and base themselves on the ground that 
aggregation of the incomes of wife and husband corresponds 
with the facts as to taxable capacity : 

“The great majority of married persons live together and use 
their several incomes for common purposes, and this 
ménage and joint dependency is recognized, to the benefit of the 
wife, for other purposes of taxation—¢.g., legacy and succession 
duties payable by a widow are less than those pavable by a person 
unrelated to the deceased.”’ 

Hence they recommend that the aggregation of the incomes 
of wife and husband should continue to be the rule. They 
do not give weight to the argument that this leads to man and 


number of 


common 








woman living together without marriage; and if it does ‘‘ the 
logical, even if not the practicable, remedy "’ is to render such 
persons liable to joint assessment 

Life Insurance Premiumes.—It is recom 
mended that these allowances should be continued, and ex 
tended ta single premium payments; but minor changes are 
suggested, including allowance in certain cases at only half 
the standard rate of tax 


Allowances for 


Administration.—The subject of the administration of the 
is dealt with in Part IV. of the Report, and in 
successive sections the Board of Inland Revenue, the General 
Commissioners, the Additional Commissioners (who act fo: 
Schedule D), the Special Commissioners, the Clerks to the 


income tax 


and the Inspectors, Assessors, and Collectors 
The Commission endorse the testi 
mony of witnesses as to the general efficacy of the work car 


re 
Commissioners , 
are passed under review 


ried on by the Board and by the officials for whom they are 
As to the General Commissioners, it is 
proposed that the functions should be practically confined to 
hearing appeals There in some quarters to 
regard this as unduly strengthening the official administration ; 
but there is much in the criticism 
Ordinary assessments are settled without difficulty between the 
the So, 1s proposed that 
assessments under Schedule D should be made formally, as 
by the inspector, the Addi 
tional Commissioners being retained as an advisory body. The 
right of appeal to the Special Commissioners is to be extended. 

Section X. of this part of the Report deals with the ‘‘ Re- 
construction of the Act, 

That steps should be taken in duc Bill 

it shall contain the whole law on the subject in the most modern 

snd approved form, and we put forward for favourable considera 

tion in this connection the suggestions made te us on behalf of the 

General C the Bar usefully 
be emploved upon the drafting ef such a measure as we propose 

Incidentally it is recommended that the Schedules A to E 
should be in the body of the Bill, and if there is an objection 
to putting a S hedule anywhere except at the end, a different 
term, Part, 

Returns jor A that there 
should be an obligation on every person Ww hose income exceeds 
the limit of exemption to make annually a return of the whole 
of his income (p. 94) 

The Occupation of Land [t is recommended that the assess- 
ment of farmers’ profits should be transferred to Schedule D, 
but reasonable notice of the change should be given so as to 
enable them to arrange for keeping the necessary accounts 
(p 100) ° 


directly responsible 
is a tendency 


we doubt whether 


taxpayer and inspector too, it 


they are now made in practice, 


and the Commission recommend 


course prepare a 
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such as ’ can be used. 


ssesament It is recommended 


under Schedule D 
from employments—now anomalously included under Schedule 
D—-should be transferred to Schedule E. And as to the three 
average, that this should be abandoned, and the tax 
levied on the profits of the previous year (p. 105). Wedo not 
understand the desire for this change. The average system is 
«the burden of the tax as between one 


| ssesament It is proposed that income 
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this will 
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that the subject is not intrinsically so important 


it would suggest. 


the traders’ associations, or 
The Commission appear to consider 
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A number of important suggestions are made as 
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of Appeal, the Rovenue, if they decide to take the matter higher, 
should pay the costs of the taxpayer as well as their own in tha 
higher eure ws 
And it is also recommended that the Board of Referees for 
Excess Profit Duty matters should be made a permanent 
tribunal, preferably with a president possessing legal qualifica- 
tions, to perform the additional duties which will arise if the 
suggestions of the Report are accepted. 
Repayments.—The Report notes that arrangements for 
accelerating repayments are being made as stated in the official 
evidence. 
The Prevention of Evasion.—A number of suggestions are 
made on this head, but these, also. we must leave for the 
present. As to the amount lost to the Revenue by fraud 
and concealment, no exact figures, of course, can be suggested. 
The official estimate puts it at from five to ten million pounds. 
In concluding this summary, we may, perhaps, express our 
sense of the thoroughness and ability with which the inquiry 
has been conducted. The instalments of evidence are full of 
keenly argumentative discussions of points—many of them 
difficult and abstruse—of practical importance ; and the Report 
appears to be so framed as to enable extensive changes of 
convenience to be made, without materially affecting the main 
principle of the income tax as a leading source of revenue. 








The King’s Remembrancer and the 
Public Records. 


In these latter days the King’s Remembrancer is little more than 
a mere ceremonial figure. The Judicature Acts provide that his 
office shall be vested in the Senior Master for the time being of 
the King’s Bench Division. His department still exists to file 

‘ Latin Informations,”’ i.e., Crown proceedings against subjects in 
matters of revenue and other Crown rights formerly commenced in 
the old Exchequer Division. A few other archaic duties still 
remain vested in the Remembrancer, and some rules of Crown 
Practice relate to him alone. But the great days when he was 
““ Keeper of the King’s Memory,’’ in the same sense that the Lord 
Chancellor is ‘‘ Keeper of the King’s Conscience,’ have gone never 
to return 

As a matter of fact, the King’s Remembrancer, in pre-Judica- 
ture Act days, bore no inconsiderable part in the great conflict 
between Law and Equity. It was his immemorial privilege to keep 
all the Records of Courts affecting his Majesty, and they ought to 
have included the records of every Court. But the Master of the 
Rolls set up a competing claim. The line of demarcation was never 
very clear. Much depended in practice on the firmness and capacity 
of the respective holders of the two offices. But when the Master of 
the Rolls became a Judge, he naturally had the “ pull ”’ on his 
common law rival. So during the seventeenth, eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries the Remembrancer’s claim to the custody of 
public documents grew weaker and weaker, until finally, in 1838, 
the Public Record Act of that year practically extinguished it alto- 
gether in favour of his Equity rival. 

“In England,’’ says Coorrr (Public Records, 10, 4), ‘‘ the 
National Archives have from the earliest periods been preserved 
in great depositories No foreign enemy has, for the. space of 
seven centuries, been in possession of our capital. In the troubles, 
indeed, of the reigns of SterHen and Joun, in the Barons’ wars, 
and afterwards in the Wars of the Roses, these sanctuaries are 
supposed to have been violated. Prynne accuses the respective 
parties, as they prevailed, of having embezzled and suppressed 
such documents as made against their interests. With this incon- 
siderable exception we are in possession of authentic and valuable 
instruments from the time of the Conquest, and of parliamentary 
records and proceedings from a period but little subsequent to it.”’ 
The value of this fortunate preservation of records to the legal and 
constitutional historian need not be elaborated. Without it, a 
Srusss, a Freeman, a Marrianp, or a Seesonm would have been 
almost impossible. 

But it was not until 1578 that a State Paper Office was estab- 
lished to collect in one place public documents coming from all 
oublic departments. The King’s Remembrancer ought to have 
had this office. But in 1578 the Tudors were om the throne of 
England. Now the Tudors loved the Chancery Court and‘ the 
Star Chamber ; they did not love the Common Law and its officials. 
So a Chancery officer was placed in charge of the office and called 
** Clerk of the Paper.”’ The first holder of the office was one Dr. 
Tomas Wrison. 


His nephew and successor, Sir Tuomas Wrt- 
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sos, arranged the _ which came his way on a plan which has 
survived to this day in its essential feature, the division into 
‘“* Domestic ’’ and ‘‘ Foreign ’’ papers. 

But no real effort to secure lost papers or to compile printed 
volumes of copies was attempted until the time of William III. 
Then Rymer’s Foedera was commenced: a series compiled from 
the archives and published for the benefit of scholars. In Anns’s 
reign Hatirax and Somers induced the House of Lords to set on 
foot an inquiry into the public documents, and many lost papers 
were recovered by the inquisitors. But it was not until 1800 that 
any really complete collection was made. 

This collection was at first kept at the Chirographer’s Office near 
the Temple Church, but afterwards transferred to the Record Office 
at the Chapter House. Gradually the papers filled up the Chapter 
House at Westminster, the Exchequer Buildings, the Rolls Chapel 
and certain archive-rooms at the Tower of London. In fact, there 
was no more space for papers, and therefore Ministers of State 
commenced the bad habit of taking them away to their private 
houses. 

Finally, in 1838, the Public Record Act was passed. It vested 
the public records, whether judicial, executive or legislative, with 
the Master of the Rolls (see 62 Soricrrors’ Journat, p. 21). [ft 
provided the Record Office for their custody and allowed the public 
right of access. In 1856-9 the present Record Office was built and 
the Records were removed thereto. The long struggle for their 
control had ended with the victory of Equity over the Common Law 





Books of the Week. 


Statute Law.—The Students’ Statute Law. For the use of 
Candidates at the Final and Honours Examinations of the Law 





Society. Sixth Edition. By Atserr Greson, ArTHUR WELDON 
and H. Grsson Rivincton, M.A. The “Law Notes” Publishing 
Offices. 


Housing and Town Planning.—The Law of Housing 
and Town Planning in Scotland. With an Appendix of Statutes 
Orders, Circulars and Memoranda. By T. M. Cooper, M.A., LL.B. 
Advocate, and W. E. Wuyre, O.B.E., Solicitor. Wm. Hodge & Co 
(Limited). 42s. 

Industrial Disputes.—The Industrial Courts Act, 1919, and 
Coneiliation and Arbitration in Industrial Disputes. By WiLttam 
Henry Stokes, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
s. 6d. net. 

Divorce.—Romance and Law in the Divorce Court. By F. J 
NewMay, Barrister-at-Law. Andrew Melrose (Limited). 6s. net. 


Correspondence. 


Expenses of Production of Deeds, 

(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sin,—The Norfolk and Norwich Law Society’s form of agree- 
ment contains a provision that the vendor shall at his own expense 
produce documents of title in his own or mortgagee’s possession, 
and I think it is a general practice here to produce deeds in the 
possession of the vendor’s mortgagee without expense, even if the 
local society’s form has not been used. “= 
How the contrary practice was ever allowed to prevail is some 
what of a mystery to me; it always seems to me to savour of a 
dishonest. practice on the part of the vendor, and certainly no one 


can defend it, though doubtless it is within the strict letter of the 
Ernest I. Watson 








law. 

28th February, 1920. 
{Dr. Watson's letter 
tion.—Ep., S.J.] 


has been accidentally delayed in publica- 








At the Central Criminal Court, on the 11th inst., says the Times 
Judge Atherley-Jones, in binding over a young man charged with 
bigamy, said : A case like this only demonstrates how necessary i 1* 
to simplify the means by which persons in your station of life can 
obtain a divorce from those from whem they ought to be divorced. 
You married a woman while you were a soldier believing her to be 
honest and pure. She was unfaithful. On your return from the Army 
you forgave her, but she continued unfaithful. You tried to pr 
reconciled to her and live decently with her, but, through no fault o 
yours, you failed. Then you met this young woman and married a 
and had she been your lawful wife you would have been a & . 
husband to her. You have also pleaded ‘“‘ Guilty "’ to stealing watch. 
but here again the circumstances are exceptional. You were “4 

verty and I believe you took the watch on the spur of the momen 
You repented and returned it, but it was too late, as the police hac 
been informed. 
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“CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re WAKLEY, Deceased. WAKLEY v. VACHELL. No. 1. 
4th, Sth, 6th, 9th and 23rd February. 


Company—Divipenp—Fixep Cumvutative Divipenp—No_ Prorirs 
Maps ror Turer Years—Svusseqvenr PayMENT or Fvii CUMULATIVE 
Divipenp—DervotvutTion oN DeatTH OF SHAREHOLDER—APPORTIONMEN' 

APPORTIONMENT Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 35), ss. 2, 5 
By the articles of a ¢ mpany, the propts we apy 4 nthe frst 

place, to the payment o/ 

annum on the preferred ordinary shares, and then to the payment of a 

semiiar dividend of 12 per cent. on the deferred shares. No dividends 

were paid for the thre years 1904-1906. the p Ata be mg imesufrcient, 
but in 1907 dividends of 18 per cent. on the pret rred, and 24 per cent 

on the deferred. shares were declared 1 

1905, 

Held (reversing Peterson, J.), that as between his estate d 
estate of a apecific legatee under his will, the dividends ha 
earned out of profits made in a year subseque nt to the teatator ss death 


pred cumulative dividend of 6 per cent. per 


shareholder havrng died 


ing been 


belonge d ¢ ntirely to the leqatee’s estate, and ought not to be py 
tioned between the two estates, the ipportionment Act, 1 70. A ’ 
no application to the cas: 


Re l'aylor’s Trusts (1905 1 ¢ h. 734 appro cd 


Appeal by defendants from a decision of Peterson, J 1 summons 
in an administration action. The testator, W. J. Wakley, held a la 
number of preferred and deferred ordinary shares in a company called 
Morgan, Wakley & Co. (Limited), carrying on business as coal ex 
porters. He made his will in 1903, and thereby specifically bequeathed 
all his shares in the company to his son, R. F. Waklev, then an infant 
to be paid to him on his attaining twenty-two years of age. In 1904, 
1905 and 1906 the company either made a loss in trading, or profits 
insufficient for division. In 1907, however, very large profits wer 
made, and at the end of the year the company declared interim 
dividends for the year ending Wth June, 1907, at the rate of 18 per 
cent. on the 6 per cent. cumulative preferred ordinary shares, and 24 
per cent. on the 12 per cent. cumulative deferred shares, the dividend 
being sufficient to cover three years’ usual dividends on the preferred 
and two years’ dividends on the deferred shares. The testator died on 
7th November, 1905, and the dividends were paid to the trustees of 
his will, who applied them partly in payment of the maintenance of 
R. F. Wakley. R. F Wakley died on 9th April, 1918, and his per 
sonal representatives now claimed that the whole of such dividends 
belonged to his estate. Other questions of construction were raised 
but do not call for any report By section 2 of the Apportionment 
Act, 1870, it is provided that all rents, annuities, dividends, and 
other periodical payments of income are to be considered as accruing 
from day to day, and to be apportionable in respect of time accord 
ingly ; and by section 5 of the Act “‘ dividend ’’ is to include all pay 
ments made out of the divisible revenue of trading or public com 
panies, and all such divisible revenue for the purnoses of the Act 
to he deemed to have accrued by equal daily increment during th 


peri d tor or int spect of whi the payment ¢ f the same revenue is 
declared or expressed to be made By articie 119 of the « ympany 
articles the directors were given power, with the sanction of reneral 
meeting of the company,.to declare a dividend to be paid in accordanes 
with the members’ rights and interests in the profit By article 120 


*“No dividend, instalment of dividend, or bonus shall mvable 
except out of the profita arising from the business of the compar 
By article 121: ‘‘ The directors may, if they think fit, from time to 
time determine on or declare an instalment to be paid to the member 
on account and in anticipation of the respective dividends for the 
current year.’’ Peterson, J., decided (inter alia) that the Apportion 
ment Act, 1870, applied, and that the dividends must be apportioned 
hetween the testator’s and R. F. Waklev’s estates The ex 
R. F. Wakley appealed Cur. adv. vult 

Tre Court allowed the appeal 

Lord Strernpart, M.R., having dealt with a question of construction 
and dismissed the appeal thereon, proceeding, said that the other 
question whether the Apportionment Act, 1870, applied to the 
dividends, was one of general mportance. [His lordship then stated 
the facts as to the company, and read the material articles and sections 
2 and 5 of the Act, and continued :} He agreed with Peterson, J 
that the important matter was not the period in which the divisiblk 
revenue might be earned, but the period for which the payment of such 
divisible revenue was made. It was admitted that the declaration 
must. be made in accordance with the powers conferred on directors 
The respondents’ view was that the shareholders had a right in each 
vear to a 6 per cent. or 12 ner cent. dividend, but that it could only 
be paid when profits were earned and a dividend declared in resp f 
of each year in which no dividend had been paid. The appellants 
however, contended that no right to anv dividend was acquired until 
profits were made and a dividend declared, and that such dividends 
were declared in respect of the current year, the shareholders then 
and not till then, acquiring a right to receive not 6 or 12 per cent 
only, bat that sum with the addition of the amount of the dividend 
which they did not receive in the previous vears. His lordship thought 


uters « f 


the latter was the correct. view The shareholders acquired no right 
to a dividend until there were profits out of which it might be declared, 
and which it might be determined to distribute. It was a conditional 
right, for the two conditions of the existence of profits, and the dete: 


mination te distribute must be fulfilled. If that was correct th: 


year in which profits were declared for division, the amount bein, 
determined by virtue of the cumulativ 1use by the whole amount « 
dividends unpaid Reliance had been placed upon the terms of the 


dividends for each unpaid year, which he (his lordship) doubted, the 


would be fr rex the directors, who could it alter the legal posit 
of the shareholder [The word “arrears ”’ could not here be used 
in the strict sens f the word. There was authority in favour 
the iew expressed Re Taylor 7rusts, Matheson Taylor (1905, 
1 Ch. 734), per Buckle LJ The principle there stated was equally 
ipplicable to a ca under the Apportionment Act, 1870, and thouy! 
t was said to be ar bit dictum of the learned judd e, the Court had 
to consider whethe t correct That ise vas followed | 
Astbury, J.. in Be Sale Vishet Philp (1913, 2 Ch. 697), in a ca 
between tenant for fe and remaindermat Finally, in Re Grund 
117 L I +70 not « d to Peterson, J.), Eve, J., appli i 
the same principle to a case the facts of which were almost exact! 
similar to those t one n ind co! deration He thought those 
decision ere ¢ ect ul therefore that on the second point t} 
yppeal should he | } that there should be a declaration that 
the Apport nent Act 1870. did not appl to those payments of 
dividend As each party had eoded one point, there would be 

WARRID ro? I I na Y OUNGER | J lel vered judgment to ti 
ume effect, the iter reve to Bisho Smyrna Realway Co. (A895 
> Ch. 265), and Je ¢ hter Ou ¢ (Limited) (1902, 2 Ch. 86 
nd defini : imulat preferred dividend.—Counse,, Hughes 
K.( ud F. W/ / f K.( und HW. S. Preston; D. D. Reid 
SOLICITORS Lowl (- ¢ for Varhell d- ¢ Cardiff: UW wade j 
Ryland & P 

Reported by H. Lanarorp Lewts, Barrieterat-Lew. ] 


Re AN ACTION. EDEN v. MILLER AND OTHERS, AND 7’ 
SOLICITORS ACT, 1860. No.2. 9th and 17th February. 


Sonicrror—Brit or Cost Diseursewents "Barrer PREPARED By 
sNoTHER Soxticrror as Curent Speecrat Reramer—Costs or Instr 
iON FoR Brikre—Sovicrros \ 1843 (6 & 7 View 73). «. 
SOLICITOR \ 1860 a & 24 \ 127 orp. 65. rn. 27 (2a 
2 
] 1918 / j ‘ / mone y-lende Hier son, Suv 
/ I / } fo eatru her their hands, 
heina / ed i ( / 1? was decmed de eirahle that 
Lad : / shou t he re ‘ fed hy th ‘ Hicitor ¢ her son, and 
I un eta to (pe / nnde 1 sper retainer whicl 
ected him to tre tall net ctiona from ¢ 0 ng divect from Lady 
/ The action re fed t ver fat least £2,000. W. then pr 
ceeded under the Solicit t¢ 1860, fo app f 1 charqing order on 
he £2,000 recovered jor / faced « / ye nd expense ty if 
de ed to / h d / hore, an order waa tod 
j , , » f 7, 4 Veet pre Jl a r direction to tazt 
b unde ti ! / 1860. Ss / / if undertak ng to pay the 
b me nd di ac ent ra cua made to tax the applicant's 
bul fh ¢ f 1 ead lel r the / heing still headed under 
the Act of 1860 Iv hiections were taken to the bill az allowed by the 
Vaster l that he rugs! f? fo he allowed certain counsel’ a fees on 
the ground that they had not hee maid hetfore the delivery of the bill 
hefore taxat /(2)¢t in the cumatances no eum ahould have 
heen allowed net et ? to f alfernat ly nothing like 
/ all wee 
Held 1) that « cut herd facned ay rder to tax under the 
ict of 1860 n t luce counsel ynature aaa voucher of payment 
hefore the fee we faration required hy ord. 65, r. 27 (52), 
hut thet | wa j j the Aligatior the Act of 1860 (un 
like the ict if 1843) a not contain the expression dishuraeements, 
the words heing roat eh y" { expenses which covered coats 
charges and exp ea to be urred ¢ vell as those actually incurred 
at the date of the order; and ) that. under the retainer which directed 
W fo treat ¢ a client, had Lady / hereelt had had the brief pre 
pared and had asked W. to deliver it to counsel after satisfying hemaels 
asa to ita correctnes il ould not have heen entitled ta charge, on the 


footing that he had prepared the brief hi eelf 

Vatte eler / / faxing water to tar the till on the 
lid the prepar mn of the briet muat be treated 
Lady Bb. herself, W. being entitled to charge fof 
in connection there 


footing that what (. « 
as having been done by 
perusing the brief and for any wnterviewe with ¢ 


with, but not for any work done by ¢ n the brief aa the alter ergo of 


the client under the retainer 


Appeal from an order of A. T. Lawret J.. in chambers, upon the 
taxation of a bill of cost At the close of the arguments judgment was 
reserved 

BANKES, LJ n tne ¢ irse of his judgment said that the decision 
of the Court proceeds d wpon the fa of this case. which were special 


and peculiar. Certain actions against money-lenders commenced by 





Lady Eden wer timately ettled Messrs. ( hristopher & Son were 


dividend paid was not in respect of each year, but in reapect of the 


resolution to declare the dividends, but if they purported to declare 
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Lady Eden's family solicitors, and they acted for Sir Timothy Eden, 
Bart 


a son of Lady Eden, who was prepared to pay the costs of the 


proceedings taken by his mother [t was considered desirable that Lady 
Eden should not be represented by the same solicitor as her son, and 
consequently Mr. Harry Watkin, the respondent this Court, was re 
tained as solic tor by ‘La ly Eden After the settlement, the respon 
dent, on request, sent to Mes Christopher's his bill of costs against 
Lady Eden, and togk out a summons hea led In Lady Eden's consoli 
dated actions "’ and “‘ In the matter of the Solicitors Act, 1860,” with 


Lady Eden, Sir Timothy Eden, and Mr. F. G. Christopher respondents, 


asking, inter alia, for a charge upon the roperty recovered in the 
action It appeared that it was desired to avoid making any order for 
a charge, and so by consent the order of 16th May, 1919, was made. It 
provided that upon Sir Timothy Eden and Mr. F. G. Christopher under 
taking to pay Mr. H. Watkins the balance iml due within fourtee 

days of their receiving the taxing master rtificat there should be 
an order by consent to tax the bill of ts is already delivered 

The order was headed under the Act 1860. and the taxing master 
rightly taxed the bill under the Solicitors Act, Lof lwo main objec 
tions were taken to the bill as allowed the master The first that he 
ought not to have allowed counsel's fees set it the objections « 

the ground that they had not been paid before Live lelive of the bil 
or before taxation. The second that, im the ircumstances, no sum 
should have been allowed for instruction tor briel ria drawing 
the same, and making copies, or alternat voi ne like the sum 
illowed The final objection ild clear! \ n wood had the taxa 
tion been a taxation under the Soliciton Act, 1843 Section 37 of that 
Act required a solicitor, before suing for any fee harges or disburse 
ments. to delhver ! bill to the chent tf sucn tee charges and dis- 
bursements In Naddy.Grthn (1908. 2 K. 10 t was decided that 
s counsel’a fee which had not been paid wa not lisbursement 

\n unpaid counsel's tee had therefore, wit ‘ iking in Ma 1909 
of sub-rule 29a of rule 27 of order 65, no p n «a solicitor’s bill as 
delivered to the client Under the Act of 1643 that 1 made an alter 

ation in the practice with regard t© taxations under that Act, but it had 
no app ition t 1s taxation under the Solicituu (ct. 1060 Wha there 

fore, was the position of a solicitor with regard t wm unpaid counsel s 
fee when he had obtained an order to tax ider the Act of 1860 He 
must of course produce counse ignatur sa cher of payment 
before the fee was allowed on taxation required by ord. 65, 1 IT 
452) Was he under any obligation, eithe tatutory or otherwise In 
his lordship's opinion hé is not. The Act 1860 did not contain the 
expression disbursement The words ‘ t charade and ex 
penses The Act was intended as a 1 Lecti to the soucitor and 
the charve covered costs, charves and expr to be incurred, as well 
is those actually incurred at the date of the order: He Hill (35 Ch. D 
367): He Motor Cabs (Limited) (1911 gg 957 } The master took 
the right view of his duty under the order to tax, and the appeals failed 
upon the objection to the allowance of counsels’ fee The second ob 
jection stood upon a different footing. The respondent was quite aware 
of the pecial circumstances under which ‘ is emploved He took a 
retainer in a special and unusual form. He made an agreement th 
Mr. Christopher which was also in a special au iusual form He 
knew that Sir Timothy Eden was paying Mr. Christopher for the work 
he did for him, and he knew that Mr. Christopher was crediting Si 
limothy Eden with one-third of his, the respondent profit costs. The 
master appeared to have treated the case a vhich a solicitor 
and | vent were jointly engaged on work f the client, in which 
case it was immaterial that one of the two did more than his share of 
the work, or relieved the other of work which uld usually be done 
by him But the special terms of the retainer iven under the circum 

tances in which it was given, took the case out of that category. ‘The 
pecial terms of the retainer were Any instructions given by Mr 
Christopher to you will be with my authority a 1 may treat same 
as coming from myself.’ These terms of the retainer directed the re- 
spondent to look upon Mr. Christopher as the ent, and to treat him 





as such rhe form of the bill of costs indicated that the respondent 
so regarded it, as he charged for all his interview ind consultations 
with Mr, Christopher, which he could not be entitled to do if Mr 
Christopher was his agent merely The respondent was. only entitled 
to make these charges on the assumption under the special circum- 
stances of the case he was to consider and treat Mr. Christ pher as if 
he was the client himself. If Lady Eden herself had had the brief 
prepared and had taken it to the respondent, and asked him to deliver 
it to counsel after satisfying himself as to its « rectness, the respon 


dent would not have been entitled to charge for instructions for brief on 


the footing that he had prepared the brief himself On this point, 
therefore, the objection succeeded. The bill of costs must therefore be 
referred back to the master for him to reconsider what the proper 
allowance should be under the heading ‘‘ Instructions for Brief. Draw 


ing Same and Proof,’ and upon the footing that what Mr Christopher 
did in the preparation of the brief must be treated as having been done 
by Lady Eden herself As the appeal had partly 
failed, there would be no costs on either side of 
ceedings below 


wcceeded and partly 
the appeal or of the pro 


Scruton, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counse. for the 
appellants, Schiller, K.C., and H. CU. Marks; for the respondent, Bar 
rington Ward, KC. and 1. Cairne. SOLICTTORS, Christopher d- Son 
Uarry Watkins 


(Reported by Ensxive Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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WILSON v. LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY CO. 
No. 2 13th February ; 15th Maeb. 


EMERGENCY L&GISLATION—PROFITEERING—ARTICLES SupPPLiny 


FOR A 
Meat at RestavRaNnt—CoOMMITTER DECIDE TO HEAR COMPLAIN’ 
(pera FROM AN ORpveR DiscHarcinc Writ or Pronisition—Pre 


LIMINARY OBsEcTION—‘“* CRIMINAL CavuSE OR MatrTer "’—Jvupicarure 


Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 47—Prorireerine Acr, 1919 (9 & 
10 (seo. 5, ©. 66), 8. 1 (2) (3)—Orper or Boarp or Trapr. 191! 
Scuep. I] 


1 complaint was made to the Manchester Local Profiteering Committe: 
ta railway company as the owners of a reataurant, by one W 
Before the matter was heard by the committee the railway company 
obtained a rule nisi for a prolibition against the commattee to prevent 
them Pp weeding to hear the complaint. The rule wae discharged by 
«a Divisional Court The ralway company appealed 

t preliminary objection to the appeal being heard was taken by th 
m the ground that the appeal referred to a 


comnmutter criminal cause 


or matter 


ifter consideration, the objection was diamissed 





Preliminary objection taken in an appeal from the decision of a 


Divisional Court’ (191S, W. N. 322), discharging a rule nisi for a writ 
of prohibition to the Manchester Local Profiteering Committe: 
respect of a complaint made to that committee against the railway 


company by H. D. Wilson, The prelimitary objection taken on behalf 


of the committee was that the appeal related to a criminal cause «1 
matter, in which no appeal lay, by virtue of the provisions of section 47 
of the Judicature Act, 1873. On 18th October, 1919, Wilson and thre: 


of his friends were served with a meal in the first-class refreshment 
room of the Victoria Railway Station, Manchester, for which Wilsor 
paid 12s. ld. On 20th October he sent by post to the Manchester Loc: 


Profiteering Committee a complaint of the charges, and a sub-committe: 
considered the matter and determined that there was a primd fa 
inquiry The railway company, as the proprietors of the r 
freshment room, and Wilson were given notice to appear before th 


case for 


committee, the 7th November being fixed for the hearing of the com 
plaint The hearing was, however, adjourned generally to await th 
decision of Rex vy. Birmingham Local Profiteering Comméttee (1919 
W. N. 321 The decision in that case was that cups of coffee supplied 


Trad 


company 


at 4 restaurant did not come within the schedule of the Board of 
Immediately that being given the railway 
applied for a rule nisi for a writ of prohibition against the committee 1 
prevent them proceeding with the hearing of Wilson’s complaint, on t! 


upon decision 


ground that. the articles comprised in the subject matter thereof as 
whole did not come within Schedule 2 of the Order of the Board 
Trade dated 11th September. 1919. The rule nisi was granted, but is 
discharged by a Divisional Court on lst December, 1919. The railv 


company appealed, and the Court took time to consider the prelimin: 
objection taken by counsel on behalf of the committee 

Bankes, L.J., said that what causes and matters were criminal! 
within the meaning of section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, had been 
before the Courts on many occasions. In Ez parte Woodhall (20 Q. B 
D., at p. 83Q), Lord Esher, M.R., said : * I think that the clause of s 
tion 47 in question applies to a decision by way of judicial determi 
tion of any question raised in or with regard to proceedings the subject 
matter of which is criminal at whatever stage of the proceedings t] 
Here the question raised in the Court below was 
vhether the committee had jurisdiction to entertain a complaint laid 
against the appellants under section 1 (1) (4) of the Profiteering 


question arises 


Act 


1919, which by section 1 empowers the Board of Trade to investigate 
complaints and take proceedings. By sub-section 1 (a) power was given 
to investagate prices, costs and profits at all stages, but there was 
hint or suggestion that the proceedings authorized were in their natwur 
penal, The difficulty arose bécause of the provisions of the two fol! 
ing sub-sections (2) and (3 The first of these directed the Board 


Trade, if in their opinion the circumstances so required, to take 
against the seller before a court of summary jurisdict 
Then there was regulation 29 of the Order of the Board of Trade, dated 
Sth September, 1919, which provided that a complaint as to food or drink 
should be dealt with by a special sub-committee. The effect of thes 
provisions appeared to be that if the investigation of the complaint 
iwainst the appellant were allowed to progeed, it would be investigated 
by a special sub-committee of the respondent body, who would aft: 
investigation either dismiss the complaint or make an order, but t 
any proceedings under sub-section 2, of section 1, before a court of sun 
mary jurisdiction must be taken by the respondents themselves. ‘I 
respondents contended that the effect of the above provisions of th. 
tatute and of the regulations was to make every complaint under se 
tion 1 (1) (4) of the statute a criminal matter, because (1) the complaint 
was the first step in setting the machinery in motion which might resu!t 
in a prosecution, and (2) the punishment of any failure to comply wit! 
an order made on complaint might be fine or imprisonment. The question 
therefore depended upon whether, upon the true construction of section 


ceedings 


1 on the Act of 1919, the investigation could be treated as a separate and 


independent proceeding from the proceeding contemplated by sub-se: 

tion (2) before a court of summary jurisdiction, or whether the two pr 

ceedings were to be regarded as first and second steps or stages in 
the same proceeding. The investigation of the complaint by the sub 
committee could never of itself end in a prosecution. When they had 
investigated the complaint and had come to a decision, their duty 
ended. The second objection was more difficult, because of the language 
used by the draughtsman in section 1, sub-section (3). It said: “ If 


any person fails to comply with or infringes an order of the Board of 


Marcl 


und 
a fine not 
gne month 


gn order 1 
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"Trade under this section, he shall be liable on summary conviction to 
a fine not exceeding £50 or to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 
* month, or to both such imprisonment and fine, and, in the case of 
an order requiring the payment of any amount, that amount shal! be 
gecoverable summarily as a civil debt.’’ Read literally, the section ren 
dered any person who failed to comply with any Order of the Board of 
Trade liable to a fine and imprisonment. Any decision of the sub 
emmittee after ee. of the complaint could only take the 
form of an order under section | (1) (+), which order under section 2 
fi) had the same effect as a1 aober of the Board of Trade. If sub- 
section 3, of section 1, was to be read as applicable to an order made by 
a local authority under section 1 (1) (+) the authorities were clear that 
the proceeding before the sub-committee must be considered as a criminal 
matter. His lordship could not think that the Legislature, in addition 
to providing the remedy of summary proceedings, intended to subject 
he person ordered to make the repayment to fine or imprisonment, He 
thought it possible to say that the sub-section was dealing with two 
different classes of orders, the one made by the Board itself when fixing 
prices, the other made by the local authority when ordering the re 
yment of any amount. If that was the true construction of sub 
section 3, then there was no penalty imposed for a failure to compl) 
with an order to repay, and the matter was not therefore criminal 
The objection failed, and the appeal must proceed 
Scrutron, L.J., and Eve, J., delivered considered judgments to th 





like effect. Cou nseL, for the appellants, Rawlinson, K.C., and Cautley, Held 
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that the ad mplion was no saved by sections 23 and 24 of the 


K.C.; for the respondents, /arrington-Ward, K.C., and du Parcy Wille Act, 1837, and that the freehold house did not mss to the devisee 





Soricrrors, Stanley, Hedderwick d&- Co.; Austin & Austin, for 7. | t the rent-chare 
Hudson, Manchester | 
| Reported by Ensxive Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] Re Clewer (1893, 1 (A. 214) applied 
a a | Saxton v. Saxton (1879, 13 Ch. LD. 359) not applied 

| Originating summon Che question raised by this summons was 
High Coutt Chancery Division. vhether ademption had or had not taken place in the following circum 
He THOMAS. VIVIAN v. VIVIAN. Eve, J. 26th February. eRene ie Cie Site ot Se Ces Ce Ee Sek Se Se 
q * ‘ : ra : e Sc hold rent-charge of £15 per annum charged upon and issuing out of 
Witt—Construction—Devisp To PLamntirr AND AT His DeatH WITH- | 15 Rotunda-terrace., Cheltenham. By his will he devised this property, 
ouT AN Hair TO DeErENDANT—DEFENDANT A NEPHEW OF THE PLAINTIFF | describing it as » ground rent of £15 per annum on 15, Rotunda 
ESTATE Tam—Estate is Fee with Girt Over—Wiits Act, 1837 | terrace, Cheltenham to his daughter absolutely. There was a resi 
1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 29. duary gift by the will After the date of his will the testator pur- 
1 testatriz by her will made in 1914 devised a farm to the plaintiff, hased 15, Rotunda-terrace, and the conveyance of the property to him 
and at his death without an heir to the defendant and his heirs. The | expressly stated that it was the intention of the parties that © the said 
defendant was a nephew of the plaintiff. rent-charge should merge in the fee simple The testator died with 


Held, that the plaintiff took an estate in fee simple subject to an 
executory devise over to the defendant at his death if he should dic 





altering his said wil 


It was contended on behalf of the daughter 
4 of the Wills Act, 1837, the daughter 


' 
t by irtue of sectaons 23 and { 


without leaving an heir of the body. tow) freehold house, and Sarton vy. Saxton (supra) was referred 
By her will dated 27th May, 1914, the testatrix, who died in Janu- | © For the re sidu iry legatees it was argued that the imcorporeal! 
ry, 1919, made the following devise : l give and bequeath mv farm he ditaments vhich the testator had be queathed, name lv the reut 
and lands known as Trevor to Walter Vivian, and at his death without | cha had been redeemed, and Re Clewer (supra) was referred t 
an heir to Anthony Vivian and his heirs.’’ The plaintiff, Walter Vivian, P.O LAWRENCE, J.. after statin the facts, said Sections 23 and 
was a bachelor, and the defendant, Anthony Vivian, was a nephew of the | 24 the Wills Act do not apply After the date of his will the 
testator acquired the fee simple of the house out of whiah the rent 


? plaintiff. This summons was taken out by the plaintiff to have the true 





construction of the devise determined. It was contended by the plain charge issued, and the rent-charge was expressly merged and extit 
tiff that as the defendant was a collateral heir of the plaintiff the word uished Phe question is whether the ademption which otherwi 
‘heir ’’ in the devise must be construed as heir of the body, and that d then take place on the purchase of the house was saved by se 
the devise to the plaintiff was an estate tail. For the defendant it was | "0" ind 24 of the Wills Act so as to pass the freehold house to the 
argued that the devise to the plaintiff was a devise of the fee simple, | “¢visee of the rent charge. The owner of a rent-charge has no estate 
with an executory limitation over to the defendant if the plaintiff died | or '"%erest in the property out of which the rent-charge issues, although 
without leaving an heir of his body. The cases of Parker v. Birks | De can entorce its payment when in arreat I he principle of Re Ob wer 
(1K. & J. 156), Re Waugh (1903, 1 Ch. 744), and Re Leach (1912, supra overns the present case Chere will be a declaration that the 


2 Ch. 422) were referréd to 

Eve, J., said that as the will of the testatrix had been made since the 
Wills Act, 1837, the devise to the plaintiff, although without words of 
limitation, conferred an estate in fee simple, and it was settled law 
that as the gift over was to a person capable of being a collateral heir 
of the plaintiff, the condition on which the gift over was made must be 
construed as if it were at the death of the plaintiff without an heir of 

s body. The gift, therefore, was in effect to the plaintiff, his heirs 


ughter Rosina. takes no estate or interest in the freehold house 


wseL. //. Chariton Hawkins; W kk. Vernon H. CC. RBiachotf; 
ry Soxictrors, Smalls d Co.; Finnis, Downey, d: ¢ 
Reported by Imonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law 


ie SPRINGBOK AGRICULTURAL ESTATES (LIM 


P. O. Lawrence, J. 2nd Mareh 


and assigns, and at his death without an heir of his body to the de | COMPANY “WINDING UP—ARREARS OF PREFERENCE DIVIDEND Diners 
fendant and his heirs. It was admitted that if the gift over had been TION FOR PAYMENT  pocalnane Surpius A — No Prorits aver Earnev 
on the death of the plaintiff without issue, the failure of issue would by Arrears Now PAyasLt 

virtue of section 29 of the Wills Act have to be determined at the death | Where preference shareholder ere entitled to have surplua asacte 
of the plaintiff, so that there would be no need to cut down the plain- | applied, first, in paying off the cayntal paid upon preference shares, and 
tiff’s ‘estate to an estate tail, as there would be if the failure contem- | sec ondly in paying ¢ off the arrears, if any, of preferential dividends, and 
plated had been an indefinite failure of issue. In the present case the | no profits were ever, in fact, earned by the company 

words ‘‘ at his death ”’ pointed to a punctum temporis, and by analogy | Held, that the surplus assets were liable for and charged with alt 
to section 29 of the Wills Act the gift over must be treated as only ir seeahadiaa; cai aieliaadiate “his idend which were not only payabl ews 
tended to take effect on failuré of an heir of the body of - plaintiff at | fiber +s ba available for waying then ; 

the time of his death. The plaintiff therefore took an estate in fee P itd ; Pees 

simple, subject to an executory gift over to the delendent at his death | ne New Chinese Antimony Co. (1916, 2 CA, 115) applred 


if he should die without leaving an heir of his body—CounseL, Clayton,| R 
K.C., and A. L. Ellis; G. T. Simonds. Sotrcrrors, Whitfield, Byrne, & 


Dean, for Carter, Vincent, d& Co., Bangor; Longbourn, Stevens, a _ 
Powell. surp 
(Reported by 8S. E. Wriittams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


e W. J. Hall & C 1909. 1 (A. 521) not followed 
This 


was an originating summons raising the question of whether the 
lus assets of a company remaining after paying off preference shares 


s 


ought to be applied in the first place in paying arrears of preference 
dividends. The company was registered in 1903 with a capital of 


Re BICK. EDWARDS ». BUSH. P. 0. Lawrence, J. 26th February. £8.500, divided into 85 shares of £100 each In 1905 special resolutions 


Witt—Construcrion—FrReEEHOLD ReNt-CHARGe Devisep—SvusBsEQvent | | ‘ 
Purcuass or Property so CHARGED—ADEMPTION—WitLs Act, 1837 | 


, r suc esol ions that 
(1 Vicr. c. 26). ss. 23 anp 24 mined by such 1 ut 


out « 





were 


passed, and the shares divided on the unissued shares converted 
1,600 10 per cent. preference shares of £1 each, and it was deter 
the preference dividends should be paid 
f profits, and that in the event of a winding-up the holders of the 


{ testator wees a certain freehold rent-charge, and after the | preference shares should be entitled to have the surplus assets applied, 


date of his will he acquired the fee simple of the house out of which the | first. 
rent-charge issued, and by the conveyance the rent-charge was expressly | secor 





n paying off the capital paid upon the preference shares, and 
xily in paying off the arrears, if any, of preference dividend to the 


merged and extinguished. commencement of the winding-up, and thereafter to participate with 
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the holders of the other shares in the residue, if any, which should 
remain after paying off the capital paid up on such other shares. In 
1919 the company went into voluntary liquidation, no profits ever having, 
in fact, been earned by the company 

P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts 
tion of the fourth special resolution I have com 
the surplus assets ought to be applied in paying off 


t On tl 
nclusion that 


first, the capital 


e construc- 


said 
to the 


paid up n the preference shares, amd secondly the arrears ot the pre 
ference dividend In the case of Re W. J. Hell d& Co. (supra), Swinfen 
Eady. J.. decided otherwise, but on words which were t identical 
with those to be construed here, and I am not therefore bound by that 
decision; but in any case I disagree with the reasons 1 by that 


Judge for his decision, namely, that the arrears of preferer dividends 
vere only payable so far as there were profits available f 


| 
In my opinion there were arrears of dividends, although 


paying them. 


» profita were 


earned out of which to pay them, and the surplus assets were |i able for 
and charged with all these arrears. That was the vie { Ne ile, 
in the case of Re Chinese Antimony Co, (supra and though that ex- 
pression of opinion is only a dictum I decide the matter here in the 
same way.—CounseL, Bischoff; H. EB. Wright ; Simonsoi SOLICITORS, 
Nmitlea & Ce 


[Reported by Leoxarp Mar, Barrister-atdaw 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


GOLDSMITH v. ORR. Div. Court. 12th February. 


LANDLORD AND ‘T'ewant—-Dw€.iinc-nouse—Rent—I(xcreast SINCE 
Srn Decempxr, 1918 Prion AGREEMENT FOR INCREASE—INCREAS? 
PAYABLE AFTER THAT Dare—‘‘ Procressive Rent INCREASE OF 
Rent. &c.. Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gero. 5, c. 97), s. 1, sUB-secTION 1; , 
wB-secTION 31 (a)—INcREASE or Rent, & RESTRICTIONS), Act 
1919 (9 Geo. 5, c. 7), 4 (1); s. 7. 


f jor three years provided for the payment of ¢ 
under the Increase of 
expiration of the term the tenant continucd 
years as yearly tenant on the terms of the 
October, W918, the thot the 
tenancy on the Varch 
£65 « 
fio quart re in 1919 at the i 


1 fenancy agreemé 
rev? of £50, and thi waa the 
a let On the 

cupation for three 

auree ment and then, mm 
tenant should continue the 
1919 and for one year thereafter,’ at the tne 
yen The landlord claimed rent for 
reased rate, but the tenant contended that he not liable for 
than the standard rent plus 10 per cent. under the Increase of 
dv. (Reatrictions ict, 1919, 4 (i) and 7 

Held, that the date of the payment of the increased rent, 
the date of the agreement, must be regarded aa the date of the 
of the rent, and the landlord could net recover more than the atandar: 
rent plus 10 per cent., and that the a progressive rent 
ction 7. 


standard rent 


parties a 
until 


reased rent of 


same terme 


wee 


and not 
increase 


ren?’ wa ot 


under 


Appeal from Masten 14, r. 7. In Mar 
predecessor in title of the plaintiff let to the defendant a 
Northwood, Middlesex, from 25th March, 1912, for three years, at 
rent of £50, payable quarterly. This rent was the standard rent under 
the Increase of Rent, &c testriction Acts, 1915-1919. On the expira 
tion of the term of three years, in 1915, the defendant continued hold 
ing, on the terms of the lease, as tenant from vear to year In Octo 
ber, 1918, the plaintiff and the defendant entered into ar 
providing that the defendant should continue the tenancy on the same 
terms as before until March, 1919, and for one year thereafter, at the 
increased rent of £65 
two quarters ending June and September at the increased 
£65, but the defendant refused to pay the increased rental on the 
ground that under the Increase of Rent and Mortgayve Interest (Re 
strictions) Act, 1919, s. 4 (1) and s. 7, he was not liable for more than 
sn increase of 10 per cent. upon the standard rent. He tendered this 
amount to the plaintiff, who refused to accept it, and the plain’iff 
brought the present action claiming £32 10s. for the two quarters’ rent 
at £65 a year. The action referred to a Master, pursuant to 
ord. 14, r. 7, and he directed that judgment should be entered for 


1912, 
house in 


under ord 


igreement 


rental of 


was 


the plaintiff for £32 10s., being the rent under the aforesaid aa 
ment. The defendant appealed. -The Increase of Rent, &c, (Restri: 
tions), Act, 1919, provides, s. 4 (1.) that Where the rent of a dwelling 


house to which this Act applies has been since the 25th day 
December, 1918, or is hereafter and such in 
apart from this Act, have been recoverable, then, if the increased rent 
exceeds by more than 10 per cent. the standard rent the 
amount of such excess above the said 10 per cent shall, 
notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary, be irrecoverable 
the tenant . and, if paid, may be recovered by the tenant 
mn the manner and subject to the provisions of sub-section (1), of section 


5, of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917" (7 & 8 Geo. 5 


increased, rease would 


25). By section 7 it is provided: “ At the end of paragraph (a) of 
sub-section (1), of section 2, of the principal Act the following words 


shall be inserted : “ Provided that, in the case of anv 
let at a progressive rent, payable under a tenancy 
the maximum rent payable under such tenancy 
shall be the standard rent.”’ 

BartHacne, J., said the question to be decided was whether the rent 
had been “ since the 25th day of December, 1918, increased °’ 
within the meaning of section 4 (1) of the Increase of Rent and Mort 
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63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 









THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 







Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence, 
Telephone ; 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrioua, London,” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
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e Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1919. Had the standard rent, which 
as £50, been increased to £65 25th December, 191! The 
answer depended on whether the date of the agreement of October, 
1918, or the date when the increased rent became payable—viz., March, 
1919—was to be regarded as the date upon which the rent was in- 
creased. The Act must be read in its ordinary signification. It spoke 
} of rent being increased since December, 1918, and not of the rent being 
increased by an agreement made since that date. In his opinion, the 
date of payment of the increased rent, and not the date of the agree 
ment, must be regarded as the date of the increase of the rent, and 
the rent in question as increased since December, 1918. So far, there- 
fore, as the increase exceeded the standard rent by more than 10 per 
the plaintiff was not entitled to recover it. It was further 
tended by the plaintiff, the respondent, that as the agreement of Octo 
| ber, 1918, provided for a continuance of the original rent of £50 to 
March, 1919, and for an increased rent of £65 for an additional vear 
to March, 1920, the house was let at a ‘“ progressive ”’ rent within the 
| meaning of section 7 of the Act of 1919, and that the maximum rent 
under the agreement was the standard rent, and so recoverable. But 
| « “‘ progressive ’’ rent in the ordinary under an agreement or 
| lease was a rent which was periodically increased, while the rent in 


Since 





} cent 


sense 


question was not such a rent, but was definitely increased for the 


particular period of twelve months, and it therefore did not come 


within section 7. The appeal should be allowed. 
| Sankey, J., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counse.. //. H. Jéy, 
| for the appellant: W. de B. Herbert, for the respondent. Soricrrors, 
| Fowler, Legg, & Young; Francie P. Jom 


[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 


> 
REX v. WAKELEY. Earl of Reading, C.J., Sankey and Salter, JJ. 
Ist December. 
KNOWLEDGE or Grr! 


BeTWekkN THIRTEEN AND 
COMMENCEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS—LIMITATION 
or Time—INrorMATION Issuep tN Time—AMENDMENT Arrer Expiry 
or Stx Monras—Srep 1 tHe Procrepincs—Criurat Law AMEND- 
MENT Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vicr. c. 69), s. 5—PrRevention or Crve.tr 
ro Cuttpren Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 27. 

ution for the ifience 


' 
| Crimtnat Law—CarRnal 
SIXTEEN YEARS OF AGE 


1 prosec 


of unlewfully having carnal knowledge 
fa gel between thirteen and sixteen years of age, must, by section 5 





} 
charges am offence 


f the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, as amended by sects 7 
the Prevention i Cruelty to Children ict, 1904. be commen ed 
rithin six months of the date of the offence. If an information # 


corn within the six months, and amended after the exprration of the 
ix months, the amendment ta only a step in the proceedings, and if 
on a date within six months before the date of the 
original mnformation, the proces dings are commenced in time. 


Appeal against conviction. The appellant was convicted of carnally 
knowing a girl between thirteen and sixteon years of age, and was 
sentenced to twelve months’ imprisonment, with hard labour. He 
sppealed against his conviction on two main grounds—({1) that the 
offence of which he was convicted was an offence committed on 4th 
November, 1918, and the prosecution was begun more than six months 
after that date; and (2) that the judge misdirected the jury. The 
original prosecution was begun by an information which was sworn 
on 35rd May, 1919, and which alleged that the offence was committed 
on or about 6th or 7th November, 1918. But on 13th May, 1919, the 
information was amended by substituting the dates between 3rd and 
8th November, 1918, for the dates in the original information, as the 
dates on which the alleged offence was committed. Evidence was given 
by the girl at the trial to the effect that the appellant committed the 
alleged offence on 4th November, 1918. The appellant was tried before 





prosecu 
point fa 
within | 
result ¢ 
offence 

been gr 
informa 
charged 
charge 

It was 
summir 
appella: 
less cot 
stances 
stand. 

appella 
of the 

Public 


Prob: 


Whe 
the Su 
come 1 


V 


EB) 











1ce, 


of 


which 
The 
tober, 
larch, 
 in- 
spoke 
being 
the 
ree 
. and 
here. 
) per 
keto 
0 to 
ear 
1 the 
rent 
But 
t or 
t im 
the 
me 


Joy, 
RS, 


3 _— 


yy 
Ss 


March 20, 1920 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


[Vol. 64.] 361 








——s J., at Exeter Assizes, and the learned Judge, in summing-up, 
i the jury that there was no corroboration of the girl's story, 
and warned them that it was not proper to convict a man on evidence 
of that kind, which was not corroborated. Section 5 of the Criminal 
Law Amendment Act, 1885, as amended by section 27 of the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Children Act, 1904, provides that no prosecution for the 
offence of unlawfully having carnal knowledge of a girl between 
thirteen and sixteen years of age, shall be commenced more than six 
months after the commission of the offence 

Earl of Reapinc, C.J., in giving the judgment of the Court, 
said that if the original information had charged the appellant with 
the commission of the offence between 3rd and 8th November, no 
objection could have been raised to the prosecution on the ground that 
it was out of time. But it had been argued that the prosecution must 
be regarded as having started not earlier than 13th May, 1919, the 
date of the amended information, and as that date was more than six 
months after the commission of the offence, that therefore the 
prosecution was out of time. But the Court was of opinion that the 
point failed. It was without substance, as the date of the offence was 
within six months before the date of the origina! information. If the 
result of the amendment had been to charge the commission of the 
offence on a date outside the period of six months, there would have 
been great force in the argument. But that was not this case. The 
information as amended did not charze a different offence from that 
charged in the original information. An amendment which did not 
charge a different offence was not the institution of the proceedings 
It was only a step taken during the proceedings. With regard to the 
summing-up, the jury were properly warned against convicting the 
appellant on the uncorroborated evidence of the girl. They neverthe- 
less convicted him. The Court could not say that, in all the circum 
stances, the verdict of the jury was so unreasonable that it could not 
stand. The appeal must be dismissed.—Coznsm, H. Geen, for the 
appellant ; W. 7’. Lawrance, for the Crown. Souicrrors, The Registrar 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal, for the appellant, The Director of 
Public Prosecutions, for the Crown. 

[Reported by T. W. Monoan, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Probate (Non-Contentious) : Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Rule, 1920. 
Whereas on the 14th day of February, 1920, ord. 65, r. 10, of 


the Supreme Court Rules was declared to be urgent, and made to 
come into force on the 16th February, 1920, as a Provisional Rule, now, 











W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, Ww. 2 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 





Puoms No. : PARK ONE (40 Linzs) TeLuenams: “WHITELEY LONDON.” \ 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 


FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 

due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 


Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 


DAVID M. LINLEY Manager. 


with the concurrence of the Right Honourable Frederick Edwin, Baron 
Birkenhead, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, and of the Right 
Honourable Rufus Daniel, Earl of Reading, Lord Chief Justice of 
England, I do hereby direct that, on the same ground of urgency, 
pending the publication of the Additional Rule to be made for Probate 
(Non-Contentious) business dealing with the same subject, the 
Registrars on taxation of costs in all forms of probate business do 
apply from and after the date hereof the provisions of the said ord. 65, 
r. 3 
23rd February. Henry Epwarp Duke, President. 
Approved 

BirnKENHEAD, C 

Reapina, C.J. 


Probate Rules. 


AppiTionat Rute anp Orper, Datep THe 23np Day or Feaavary, 1920, 
FOR THe ReoistkRaRs or THe PrinctraL anp Districr Propatr 
Reoistrizs with Recarp to Non-Contentious Business. 

By virtue and in pursuance of the provisions of the Statutes 20 and 
21 Vict. ec. 77, and 38 and 39 Vict. c. 77, I, the Right Honourable 
Sir Henry Edward Duke, President of the Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice, with the concurrence 
of the Right Honourable Frederick Edwin, Baron Birkenhead, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, and of the Right Honourable Rufus 
Daniel, Earl of Reading, Lord Chief Justice of England, do make and 
issue the following additional Rule and Order for the Registrars of 
the Principal and District Probate Registries with regard to Non 
Contentious Business 

Dated the 23rd day of February, 1920 

He zy Enpwarp Duxe, President 

Approved 

BIRKENHEAD, C 
Reapma, C.J 

Apprrrionat Rote ano Orper ror THE ReaistRaRS or THR PRINCIPAt 

any Disifricr Prosatre ReoisTries 

110. The provisions of ord. 65, r. 108 of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, made and dated the 4th day of February, 1920, shall 
be applied on Ta>ation of Costs in non-contentious business in the 
Principal and in the District Registries of the Court of Probate so 
long as such Rule shall remain in force. 

Henfty Epwarp Dux, President 

{As to costs in Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, see ante, p. 310.) 





Ministry of Health Orders. 
THE BUILDING SUBSIDY 


The following General Housing Memorandum No 
Private Persons) has been issued 

1. The conditions governing the payment of grants to private peosens 
or bodies of persons constructing houses under the Housing (Additional 
Powers) Act, 1919, were embodied in a memorandum (ante, p. 326) 
As the following points, arising out of the terms of the memorandum, 
have been frequently referred to in communications which have been 
addressed to him, both by local authorities and by builders, the 
Minister of Health thinks that it may be convenient to summarise the 
decisions which have been given in regard to them : 

(a) The grant is payable to the person at whose expense the house 
is built. 

(6) No conditions are imposed as to the ee or rent at which a 
house may be sold or let after it has been built 

(c) The grant is payable for houses of the bungalow type. 

(d) No grant is payable towards the cost of enlarging or adapt- 
ing existing buildings. 


25 (Grants to 














(¢) The Local Authority may approve the inclusion of rooms 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S“INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 
Capital Stock ... 

Debenture Stock a ; £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 


£400,000 





other than those specifically referred to in the memorandum, pro 
vided that 
(i) the conditions in the memorandum with regard to floor space 
are complied with; and 
(ii) the sizes of the rooms are not less than the minimum sizes 
authorized in the case of houses built by local authorities 
(f) External offices which are not an essential part of the house 
will not be included in measuring the floer area, but all essential 
parts and offices must be included even if they are provided us 
external offices 
(g) The grant will be paid in all cases where Certificate A has 
been granted by the Local Authority, provided of course that the 
house is completed within the prescribed time. The Ministry will 
receive returns from the Local Authority of the number of ce:ti 
ficates issued, and if and when these returns shew that the total 
grant available will shortly be exhausted, the Ministry will take 
such action as may be necessary to prevent any difficulty arising 
2. In view of the fact that the full grant is available only for burld 
ings completed before the 23rd December, 1920, it is very desirable 
that there should be no avoidable delay in approving the plans of 
houses The Minister hopes that every local authority will make 
arrangements to ensure that applications for certificates will be dealt 
with as matters of urgency. It should be practicable in all cases where 
the plans are satisfactory to arrange that the necessary certificates will 
be issued within a few days from the submission of the proposals to 
the Local Authority 
It should be borne in mind that the local bye-laws will not apply to 
these houses in so far as such bye-laws are inconsistent with the condi 
tions laid down in the memorandum describing the terms on which 
grants will be made 
3. The Minister is anxious that the terms of the Government offer 
should be fully understood by all builders in the country, and he would 
be very glad if the Local Authority would assist him by supplyinz 
information to builders in their district. A leaflet has been prepared 
explaining the scheme briefly, and it 1 suggested that these leafle‘s 
should be distributed to persons in the district such as builders, em 
ployers of labour, and others who would be likely to take advantage of 
the subsidy scheme. Copies of this leaflet for distribution will be sent 
to the Local Authority on application to the Superintendent, H.M. 
Stationery Office, 1-11, Underwood-street, London, N.1. There might 
also be advantage in calling a conference of builders, or by putting this 
matter on the agenda of conferences of builders called for other pur- 
poses. In special cases the Regional Housing Commissioner will en 
deavour to arrange for an Inspector to meet the local builders for tne 
purpose of explaining points on which doubts may have arisen 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
ROYAL COMMISSION ON WHEAT SUPPLIES 

In pursuance of Clause 8 of the Flour and Bread (Prices) Order, 1917, 
dated 6th September, 1917, made by the Food Controller, the Royal 
Commission on Wheat Supplies do hereby prescribe :— 

1. That on. and after the 15th day of March, 1920, and until varied, 
the maximum price for the sale of Imported Flour (other than a retail 
sale) shall be as set forth in the following table :— 


Govt. Maximum Licence 
Agent. Price. duty in 


addition, 
Per Per Per 
280 Ib. 280 Ib. 280 Ib. 
sack. sack. sack. 
s. d, Sa a ¢€ 
For use in the manufacture of Bread 
or for re-sale iby retail & 0 65 6 None 
For use as ships’ stores . : - & 0 65 6 A 0 
For export to Isle of Man, Channel 
Islands, or elsewhere & 0 65 6 


4 0 
For any other purpose mentioned in . 
Clause 10 (a) of the Flour and Bread 
(Prices) Order, 1917, or which oF nd 
may be a “ precluded purpose’’ under 
such Order — & 0 65 6 ™ 0 
2. That on the occasion of the retail sale of Imported Four the maxi- 
mum price shall be the price for the time being prescribed by the Food 
Controller in respect of the retail sale of home-milled flour. 
3. That the maximum price for damaged Imported Four, sold under 
any conditions, is 64s. per 280 lb. sack, 


N.B.—If damaged Imported Flour is purchased for use for a precluded 
yurpose such as animal food or industrial use, the purchaser must pay 
. per 280 lbs. for a licence under the Flour and Bread (Prices) Order 
1917, and must hand such licence to the seller. He must also hold a 
user's licence under the Cereals (Restriction) Order, 1919 
Dated this 13th day of March, 1920. 
Crawrorp anp Batcarres, Chairman 
Roya! Commission on Wheat Supplies, Trafalgar ‘House, 
Water|oo-place, @ Ww. 1 





THE HIDES (RESTRICTION ON SHIPMENT) ORDER, 1919, AND 
THE BRITISH HIDES (SALES) ORDER, 1920. 


Notice of - Revocation. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 29th February, 1920, 
the ‘Hides (Restriction on Shipment) Order, 1919, and the British Hides 
(Sales) Order, 1920 [S.R. & O., No. 1731 of 1919 and No. 118 of 1920), 
but without prejudice to any proceedings tn respect of any contra 
vention thereof. 


25th February. 





Societies. 
The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual general meeting will be held in the hall of the Middle 
Temple on Friday, 26th March, 1920, at 4.30 p.m. The Right Hon 
Sir Edward Carson, K.C., M.P., will preside. All members of the Inns 
of Court are invited to attend. 

A copy of the report which will be presented to the meeting may be 
seen by any member at the association's offices. 

The following twenty members of the association are eligible an 
willing to serve on the committee of management for the ensuing yea 
as ordinary members thereof :—J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., H. T 
Kemp, K.C., ©. F. Vachell, K.C., E. Lewis Thomas, K.C., George 
Wallace, K.C., F. H. Maugham, K.C., T. J. C. Tomlin, K.C., Jame 
Rolt, K.C., Hon. M. M. Macnaghten, KC., Tyrrell T. Paine, E. W 
Hansell, J. E. Harman, Theobald Mathew, G. R. Northcote, J. W 
Manning, W. H. S. Oulton, R. Goddard, Robert Peel, Hubert Hickman 
H. E. Fulford.—F. J. Tucker, Hon. Secretary, 3, Harcourt-buildings, 


Temple, E.C. 4. 











_ Fidelity Bonds. 


BONDS TO THE HIGH COURT 
FOR 


ADMINISTRATORS, RECEIVERS AND TRUSTEES. 








Apply for Rates to— 
Western Australian 


Insurance Co., Ltd., 
45-47, Cornhill, E.C, 3. 


£750,000. 
£1,500,000. 


Assets exceed 
Claims paid exceed 





Also for particulars of 


Maximum Assurance 
at 


Minimum Cost. 





Support the Western Australian Insurance 
Company and it will reciprocate. 
Correspondence invited. 
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BRITANNIC ASSURANCE COMPANY, 


LIMITED. 


Chief Offices :—Broad Street Corner, BIRMINGHAM. 


Extracts from the Directors’ 
PREMIUM INCOME.—The Premium Income in respect of Life 


Report for the Year 1919. 


Assurance for the year ended 3lst December, 1919, amounted to 


£1,858,5165, showing the handsome increase of £230,746 over the previous year. 
CLAIMS.—The sums paid in Claims during the year amounted to £842,802 including £233,719 paid under Maturing Pelicies 


The amount paid in War Claims to date is £239,500. 


TOTAL CLAIMS PAID.—The total amount paid in Claims by the Company up to the 3lst 


December 1¥19 was £14,170,264. 


ORDINARY BRANCH.— Policies were issned in this Branch assuring (after deduction of Re-assurances) the sum of £1,638,000, 
TOTAL INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—The Gross Income from al! sources amounted to £2,114,280, being an Increase of 


£244,225 over the Gross Income of the previous year. 
the year’s accounts of £486,710 to be added to the Funds. 


The Total Outgo amounted to £1,627,570, leaving a Balance on 


BRITISH GOVERNMENT WAR STOCK AND BONDS.—The Company's holding of these securities at the close of the year 


amounted to £2,338,125. 





BONUS TO POLICYHOLDERS. (ORDINARY BRANCH.) 


Following the declaration a year ago of a Reversionary Bonus for each of the years 1915 to 1918 inclusive, a Bonus 
of £1 4s, per £100 Sum Assured has been declared for 1919 to all Policies in the immediate participating classes. 


J. Murray LAING, F.1.A., 
Secretary. 











Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on the 11th inst., Mr 
T. S. Curtis in the chair. The other directors present being Sir Richard 
8. Taylor and Messrs. E. R. Cook, W. F. Cunliffe, W. 8. Gillett, C 
Goddard, L. W. North Hickley, S. F. Knapp-Fisher, C. G. May, R. W 
Poole, H. H. Scott (Gloucester), and M. A. Tweedie 

A sum of £485 was distributed in grants to deserving cases; sixteen 
new members were admitted, and other general business was transacted 


United Law Society. 

A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room on 15th 
inst., Mr. R. W. Turnbull in the chair 

Mr. R. C. Nesbitt moved : ‘* That it is in the interest oi the nation 
that the Tariff Reform proposals contained in the Imports and Exports 
Regulation Bill should be passed into law.’’ Sir Albion H. Richard 
son, M.P., opposed. Messrs. J. R. Yates, A. A. Tayler, Neville Teb 
butt, G. W. Fisher, W. C. Pilley, J. W. Weigal! also spoke Mr 
Nesbitt having replied, the motion was put to the house and there 
voted for the motion 10, against 18. 

On the 29th inst. Dr. E. Leslie Burgin will move : ‘‘ That the case of 
Geddling v. Marsh (1920, W. N. 33) was wrongly decided.” Mr. W.S 
Jones will oppose. 


The Law Officers’ Salaries. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, says the Times, on the 
report of the Supplementary Vote for the salaries of the law officers 
of the Crown, 

Mr. Hogge, calling attention to the method of payment of the law 
officers, stated that during the war certain economies were effected and 
concurred in by them by which their salaries were reduced to £6,000 
in the case of the Attorney-General and £5,000 in the case of the Soli- 
citor-General. In June last apparently the Government reverted to the 
salaries which obtained before the war—namely, £7,000 and £6,000 
respectively. In 1892 the law officers agreed to forgo cane! cage msg 
and their remuneration was fixed on the basis of salaries plus fees. 
From 1897 onwards progressive amounts were paid to both law officers 
In 1897 the figures were £13,000 for the Attorney-General and £9,500 
for the Solicitor-General. In 1898 the figures were £14,500 and £10,946 
respectively. In 1899 they were £17,264 and £11,844. In 1900 the 
joint sum went up to £30,133 for the two law officers. The maximum 
was reached in 1914, when the Attorney-General drew £18,397 6s. 6d 
and the Solicitor-General £19,037 16s. 6d., or together a total of 
£37,435. That was equal to the salaries of seven Prime Ministers 
The only argument ever adduced why the law officers should get fees 
im addition to their salaries was that without fees sufficiently distin 
guished lawyers could not be obtained who would be willing to make 
the sacrifice of becoming law officers. But all public men who took 
positions in any Government must make a sacrifice. From the Prime 
Minister downwards there was not a single public man who did not 
make a very considerable financial sacrifice in the duties he exercised 
on behalf of the State. He thought that the couhtry had a right to 
expect that men holding high official positions as lawyers should make 
the same amount of sacrifice for the State as other public-spirited men 
in that House. The Prime Minister, he might point out, only received 
£5,000 a year when in office, and had no allowances when out of it 
That was a blot on the financial system of the country, The present 
Prime Minister had risen from an obscure position to the highest, and 
he only got utterly inadequate remuneration considering that his office 
carried with it no pension. 

Mr. Baldwin, Joint Financial Secretary to the Treasury, replying 
to the hon. member, said that if and when the time came for a revision 








Jno. A. Jerrerson, F.LA., 
General Manager. 





of the salaries of Ministers, the salaries of the law officers might also 


be a fit subject for discussion. He was in sympathy with the hon 
member in what he had said about the remuneration of the Prime 
Minister. To anyone who looked down the salary list of Ministers it 
must seem an anomaly that a man here and there who, perhaps, had as 
much work to do and as much responsibility as Other Ministers should 
receive only about half as much as his more fortunate colleagues. But 


what they were considering now was the increase of the law officers’ 
salaries from what they stood at during the war to what they were 
before the war. The law officers’ record during the war would com- 
mend itself, he thought, to every member of the House. They not 
only relinquished voluntarily much of their emoluments, but they did a 
vast amount of work in Paris for nothing. Generally, the law officers 
had done vastly more work than they did before the war for consider 
ably less remuneration. In the circumstances he had no hesitation 
about asking the House to sanction the Supplementary Estimate restor 
ing the pre-war terms dating from the signing of Peace. The Govern 
ment did not think that the law officers should be required to continue 


to make the sacrifices which they voluntarily made at the beginning of 
the war 

Colonel] Wedgwood maintained that members of the Government who 
persistently preached economy to the people should set a good example. 


Captain W. Benn asked what the fees of the law officers would approxi- 
mately amount to when the old scale was restored. Mr. Baldwin said 
the amount by which the fees had been reduced was 25 per cent. The 
fees varied from year to year, and in some years were thousands of 
pounds less than the sums quoted by the hon. member for Leith. Eari 
Winterton pointed out that the law officers differed from non-legal Min 
isters in that they had to appear for the Crown in the Courts in addi 
tion to discharging their ordinary duties as members of the Govern 
ment, and to enable the Crown to obtain the best possible legal advice 
high salaries and fees had to be paid. Those salaries and fees were 
not excessive, having regard to the eminent position of the law officers. 

The House divided, and the report of the Vote was carried by 238 
votes against 54. od 





The Drafting of Acts of Parliament. 


Sir Mackenzie Chalmers, the Parliamentary draftsman, speaking to 
the Law Society on Monday evening on the drafting and passing of Acts 

Parliament, said the way in which some Bills originated was some 
times rather curious. He hed hed instructions fur ap importent Bil 
scribbled im pencil on the back of an old envelope. The maim Govern 
ment Bills were carefully prepared, and some Ministers took @ great 
deal of trouble with their Bills, but others were philosophica) about 
the matter, reflecting that by the time the Bill was in working order 
ome other Minister would be in charge of it 

Sir Mackenzie Chalmers told a story of a Minister who was in charge 
of a second reading, and who could only make an effective speech when 
near the end, 


” 


it was carefully prepared. He got on very nicely unti 
when he began to flounder ‘ Haven't you written out his peroration? 
uked Sir Mackenzie of the Mimster’s private secretary ‘Of course 
I did,’’ was the reply, ‘* but the old idiot was so pleased with it that 
he went and delivered it first, and now he doesn’t know where he is.”’ 
Sir Mackenzie Chalmers added that there were about 30,000 Acta of 
Parliament on the official chronological table of the statutes, and this 
did not include an unknown number of Jocal and personal Acts, to say 
nothing of pre-Union Scottish and Irish Acts 


The Cambridge University Press will shortly re-issue ‘‘ The Admin 
istration of Justice in Criminal Matters ’’ (in England and Wales), by 
(. Glover Alexander, M.A., LL.M., with a supplement dealing with 
the important changes in the administration of our criminal law, some of 


them of a far-reaching character, that have taken place during the 


great war 
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Companies. 


Britannic Assurance Company. 


The fifty-fourth ordinary general meeting of the shareholders of the 
Britannic Assurance Company was held at the Chief Offices, Broad- 
street Corner, Birmingham, on 12th inst., Mr. F. T. Jefferson, 
J.P. (chairman), presiding. There wer> also present Messrs. J. A. 
Patrick, J.P., i. S. Close, senr., 8S. J. Port (directors), and J. A. 
Jefferson, F.1.A, (director and general manager), Mr. J. Murray Laing, 


F.A.I. (secretary), Messrs. Flint and Thompson, C.A. (auditors), and 
others. 
The Chairman, in moving the adoption of the report, said :—The 


close of the year 1919 was made mournfully memorable to all who have 
been associated with the company for any length of time by the death 
of our friend and colleague, Mr. Thomas Dobson, who had served the 
company successively as agent, assistant superintendent, superintendent, 
inspector and director for a period of fifty years. No small portion of 
its success was due to his painstaking industry and his thorough know 

ledge of every detail of the company’s business. 

Turning now to the Revenue Account, I will for'a few moments 
direct your attention to the two main sources from which our income 
is derived, namely, Premiums and Interest on Invested Funds. We 
have the pleasure to report an increase in our receipts from Life 
Assurance Premiums of £230,746—the largest increase we have ever 
been able to report. To this increase the Ordinary Branch contributed 
£55,321 and the Industrial Branch contributed £175,425—constituting 
a record year in each branch. This increase brought the income from 
Life Assurance Premiums to a total of £1,858,515 for the year. 


In the Ordinary Branch, including policies under the Special Tables, 
we issued 16,326 new policies, assuring, after deducting re-assurances, 
a record sum of £1,638,000 at a new Annual Premium Income of 
£89,198 and Single Premiums of £2,225. 


In the Industrial Branch the record of new business effected is 
— satisfactory. After making good all waste from Deaths, 
Maturities, and Lapses, we find ourselves at the close of the year with 
an increase of 200,000 policies in force at an increased Premium Income 
of £212,000. 

The gross receipts from this source amounted to £248,527 reduced by 
income tax to the net figure of £211,647. This representa a net yield 
of £4 4s. Old. per cent. on gur total funds, and shows an increase over 
the previous year of over £20,000. 


The gross income from all sources amounted to £2,114,280, shewing 
an increase of £244,225 over the gross income of the previous year. 
The total income for the year 1919 was more than double the total 
income for the year 1905 

The amount paid in claims, including Surrenders, during the year 
amounted to £842,802. There was a decrease in the actual death claims 
of something like £22,000 as compared with the previous year 

War Claims continued to flow in, but in diminished numbers during 
the past year. The amount paid during the year amounted to £23,639 
The total amount paid by this Company on the lives of policy-holders 
sacrificed through the war amounts to date to £240,000 

A feature of our claim experience has for some years been the large 
amount paid under maturing policies. The sum of £233,719 paid under 
such policies is included in the total for the year, and that total brings 
the amount paid by the company to its policy-holders 
existence to the huge sum of £14,170,254 

The amount disbursed amgngst the outside staff in the shape of 
commission and new business fees during 1919 was £123,000 more than 
the amount disbursed under the same Meads in the previous year 
Compared with the years 1913 and 1914 the item shows an increase of 
over £200,000 


during ita 


The balance of income over expenditure for the year is, as has been 
shewn, £486,710, and this addition brings the total of our accumulated 
funds up to £5,376,000 

As stated in the Report, the Company's holding of British Govern. 
ment Securities amounted on 31st December last to £2,338,125 nominal. 
Since that date the amount has been increased to £2,392,625. The 
actual cash invested in these securities at 31st December last repre- 
sented over 40 per cent. of the total funds of the Company. Perhaps 
the items of greatest interest as compared with the previous year's 
balance-sheet are the disappearance of the debit of £145,000 due to 
the Bank on National War Bonds account, which was paid off during 
the year, and the decrease in the item of Indian and Colonial Municipal 
Securities by £76,772. There is also a decrease in the item of Deben 
tures and Debenture Stocks amounting to £38,254, mainly due to the 
same reason. 

The valuation has been made, Mr. Laing reports, on the same bases 
of mortality and interest as those adopted in the previous year, with 
certain necessary strengthening of margins for ascertained increase in 
expenses. Mr. Laing reports a surplus of £157,914, which includes 
£84,000 odd brought forward from previous valuations. 

Mr. J. A. Patrick seconded, and the Report was adopted. Mr. 8. J 
Port was re-elected a Director, and Messrs. Flint and Thompson were 
re-elected Auditors. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socrety.—At a meeting of the Society, 
held at the Law Society’s ‘Hall, on Tuesday, 16th March, 1920 (chair 
man, Mr. C. W. Bower), the subject for debate was: ‘‘ That in the 
opinion of this house actions for breach of promise of marriage should 
be abolished.”” Mr. . ‘Baron opened in the affirmative. Mr. G. E. 
Tunnicliffe opened in the negative. The following members also 
spoke : Messrs, Meyer, Fox-Andrews, R. Oliver, (W. S. Jones, Plead 
well, Nimmo, Pitt, Packman, Alexander and Nevman. The opener 
having replied, the motion was caried by eight votes. There were 
nineteen members and one visitor present. 








nm 
Legal News, 
Appointments. 


The King has been pleased to approve, on the recommendation of the 
Lord Chancellor, the names of the following gentlemen for appointment 
to the rank of King’s Counsel :— 

The Right Hon. Sir Frepericxk Pottock, Baronet; ArtHurR H 
Povser, Jonn Harvey Murepny, James Witt1am Ross-Brown, Sir 
Wittum Rytanp Dent Apkins, M.P., JoHN WesTLEY MANNING, 
Harotp CHatoner DowpaLt, Wittiam THomas LAWRANCE, WILLIAM 
Scarte Ho_psworts, Brigadier-General Grpert James SHaw MELLOoR, 
C.B., C.M.G., Hersert Sansome Preston, Georce Stuart Roserrson, 
Gerarp Moressy THororon Hicpyarp, Geratp Berkecey Hurst, M.P., 
Wittium Joun Jeeves, Henry Mappocxs, M.P., Witttam Everarp 
Tyipestey Jones, and Epwarkp AvuGusTINe HARNEY 


_— 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Atrrep Reap and Franx Eastwoon, solicitors (Read & Eastwood) 
25, Victoria-street, Blackburn, and 1, St. Hubert’s-road, Great ‘Har 
wood, (Lancaster. March 1. The said Alfred Read will continue to 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co.,, L1o. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PRROF ITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householder... 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers aii Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information write: 


SPECIALISTS 








IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable .Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel,;will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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practise at the above address. The said Frank Eastwood will in future 
practise at 19, Victoria-street, Blackburn. 
[Gacette, Mardh 5. 


Fraxx Kiwessr Butt, Tuomas Watter Howtanp, Montacue 
Burcnuer Oraprz, Jonn Kenneth Bovsrieitp Dawson, and Gwyn 
Howarp Davies, solicitors (Kimber, Bull, Howard, Clappé & Co.), 6, 
Old Jewry, London. Dec. 25, 1919. So far as regards the said John 
Kenneth id Dawson, who retires from the said firm. The said 
Frank Kimber Bull, Thomas Walter Howland, Montague Borcher 
Clappé, and Gwyn Howard Davies will continue to carry on the said 
busmess, under the same style. 

[Gacette, March 9 





General. 


Mr. George Boydell Houghton, K.C., of The Limes, Linden-gardens, 
Bayswater, and of the Temple, for fifteen years junior counsel to the 
Department of Woods and Forests, left estate of gross value of £12,013 


A White Paper has been issued shewing the rise 1 prices of the 
principal building materials. A noticeable feature is the large increase 
which has taken place between July, 1919, and February, 1920, in the 
case of many commodities. Turpentine, for instance, is dearer by 100 
per cent., stock bricks by 17.6 per cent., sheet lead by 78.6 per cent., 
kitchen ranges by 28.4 per cent. Linseed oil and the material for 
damp-proof courses alone have become cheaper in this period, but 
some other prices have remained stationary 

At Leeds Assizes, on the 12th inst., John Burns, a tailor, pleaded 
“ Guilty ” to a charge of shop-breaking at Leeds. The judge said 
1 see from papers you hand to me that you are an advocate of fogging 
The Prisoner : I wish you would give me a good flogging. Flogging 


does more good than any sentence of penal servitude. The Judge : You | 


know I cannot order you to be flogged. You knew that probably whew 
you put that down. But, in addition to the unexpired portion of the 
sentence you still have to run, you will be sentenced to nine months 
imprisonment with hard labour. You can arrange a flogging for your 
self when you come out if you like 
Onur attention, says the Times of the 12th inst., under ‘‘ City Notes, 

has been drawn to the fact that a somewhat remarkable clause is 
being introduced in underwriting letters, the effect of which should 
be carefully examined before it is allowed to become generally adopted 
in documents of this kind. The clause in question offers to release 
underwriters from their liability in respect of all firm applications for 
shares made by them. Thus a broker who had underwritten an issue 
would be encouraged ta persuade his clients to subscribe for the issue, 
since apparently his liability to take shares would be reduced by the 
amount of his clients’ subscriptions, and it is suggested that the clause 
might therefore be liable to pan In practice most reputable brokers, 
we imagine, would not, except in special cases, underwrite an issue 
which they were not prepared to recommend to their clients, but the 
clause obviously might tend tg induce the less scrupulous underwriter 
to exercise less care in his recommendations to clients. Presumably, 
however, a broker in recommending a client to subscribe for shares ought 
to reveal the fact that he was interested in the issue as an underwriter 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date EMERGENCY APPKAL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ss Rota. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday March 22 Mr. Joliy Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach 
Tuesday . 2% Synge Jolly Farmer Church 
Wednesday. $ Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Thursday .... 25 Rorrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Friday .... 6 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Saturday ga Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0. Mr. Justice 
? ASTBURY PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUS®ELL. 
Monday March 22 Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bioxam 
gae @ Goldsehmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer 
Wednesday .. 24 Leach Korrer Charch Goldschmidt 
Thursday - & Church Goldseh midt Farmer Leach 
Friday... 26 Farmer Leach Jolly Church 
Saturday .... 27 Jolly Charch Synge Farmer 


- *. * 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Maroh 132. 
Limitep ix CHANCERY. 

JOINT STOCK OCOMPANTES 

Wamartirr, Axtrorp & ©o., Lrp. (IN Votontary Ligvrpation.)—Oreditors are re 
quired, on or before April 24, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
ticulars of their debte or claims, to Joseph Thomas Davidson, 38. Boar-lane 
Leeds, liquidator. 

Taexraam ENGINEERING (0. (CORNBROOK), LTD-<(Creditors are required, on or 
before Maroh 11, to send their names end addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Joseph Butler, 8, Eaet-parade, Leeds, liquidator 

AVON Maiteaste Iron Founprr, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
March Jl, to send in their names and addresses, and. the partioulars of their 
debte or claims, to Sir Arthor Francie Whinney, 4s, Frederiok’s-pl., Old Jewry 
hquidator. 

Alarrt Srraves, Lrp.-Creditors are required, on or before i 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frenk Impey, 37, Newhall-st.. Birmingham, liqudstor, 





. 





Cambridge University 


=I oe 


Some Legal Effects of War. Essays 
and Lectures by A. D. McNAIR, C.B.E., M.A., LL.M. 
Demy 8vo. 10s 6d net. 

This book derives its origin from a course of lecturos delivere’4 by the 
author as the Law Society's Lecturer in Commercial Law. He aims at an 
estimate of the permanent impr.asion made upon the law by the past 
nve years of war. 


The Administration of Justice in Crim- 


inal Matters (in England and Wales). 
By G. GLOVER ALEXANDER, M.A.. LL.M. Re-issue 


with supplement. Demy 8vo. 8s net. 

This work is »ow re-issued with a supplement dealing with the important 
changes in the administration of our criminal law, some ot them of a tar 
reaching character, that have taken place during the Great War 


A Selection of Cases illustrative of 
English Criminal Law. pyc. s. KENNY, 


LL. D., F.B.A., late Professer of Law in the University of 
Cambridge. Fourth edition. Demy 80. 15s net. 


The Principles of Legal Liability for 


Trespasses and Injuries by Animals. 
By W. NEWBY ROBSON, M.A., LL.D. Crown 8vo. 5« net. 


“We have found this work very interesting and thoughtful . We 
do not know of any better work dealing with the law of liability for 
animals, whether from the point of view of the practitioner or the student 
of legal theory Law Notes 


History of Roman Private Law. Par: ti, 
Regal Period. By E. CC. CLARK, LL.D. Crown &vo. 
2is net. 

A further portion of the late Prof. Clark's comprehensive hiat« of 
R wan Law. Par. 1, Sources ad Chronological Sketch (6a, net), avd Part 
II, Juasispeudence (2 vols. 21s net have already appeared 





Press 


Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4: C. F, Clay, Manager 











Smita's Dock Trust Oo., Lrp.-Oreditors are required, on or before April 15, te 
eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frank Brown, Cathedral-bidgs., Dean-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, liquidator. 

Lime Mis Oo., Lap.--Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to send their 
names and addresses, and the partsoulars of their debts or claime, to Fred 
Goulding Schofield, liquidator, addressed under cover to Lame Mill Go., LAd., 
16, Clegg-st., Oktham 

SrRineutap SPinnine Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 
to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Harold Hague, liquidator, addressed under cover to “ The Springhead Spin 
ning Co., Ltd., Retiro-chnoibre., Oldham 

Pravo & Oo., Ltp (Is Votuntany Ligutpation.)—Oreditors are required, on or 
before April 23, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Alfred Septimus Robbins and Jessie Martha Gabb, 42, Kesex 
st., Strand, liquidators. 

Ow: Mitt Co., Lrp.--Oreditors are required, on or before March 30, to send in 
their names and addressee, with particulars of their debte or claims, to Clifford 
Atkins, Prudential-bidgs., Oldham, liquidator 

Batmrorra Bros. & Oo., Lrp.reditore are required, on or before Marah 31, to 
send in their names and addressee, with particulars of their debts of claims, 
to George Hodgson Charice Davies Higgins (Fuller, Dawson & Co.), 39, Albion 
et.. Leeds, liquidator 


Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—¥ripat, March 12 


Michell & Aldous, Ltd Droitwich Balt Co., Ltd 

Targett'«, Ltd Gyeranteed Lens Co., Ltd 

Marshall Thompson's Hotel ( LAd Ravenswood Deep Mines, Ltd 
Coldhuret Cotton ry. ng ©o., LAd Nugget Polish Oo., Ltd 

Little Midland Light Car Co., Ltd Close Brothers & Co 

Samoa Steamehip Co.. Ltd Guardian Motor Engineermg Co., tAd. 
Southport Baths ( Ltd Afriean Fishing and Trading Co.. 14d 
National Waste Products Domieilia, Lad 


Cowlishaw, Walker & Oo., Ltd Letricheux Line, Ltd 


British & Colonial Aeroplane Co., [1 English Steamehip Co. Ltd 
Lime Mill Co., Ltd Owl Mill Co LAd 
Dale Ring Co., lad Prado & Co.. Ltd 
Tavior Marufacturing Co Loa Hutchinsens, Ltd 


Albany Spinning Co., Ltd Hutchineone (No. 2 Ltd 
Asiatic Industries, Ltd Hook Shipping Co., Ltd 
Springhead Spinning ©o., Lta 1. Hopkinson & Co., LAd 
Tekka, Ltd James Martin & Sons, Ltd 
Perry-Wayne Oil Go., Ltd Northern Rubher Co. [Ad 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very cesential that a.) 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED . 
26. King-street, Covent-zarden, W.C. 2. the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 





purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, a 
speciality.- Taper.) 
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Bankruptcy Notices 


London Gasette.—Towspat, Mar. 2 
ADJUDIOATIONS. 
U xbridge Munition Worker 
Pet. Nov. 22. Ord. Feb. 27 
Wattrr Henry, Great G 
Great Grimsby. Pet. Feb. &. Or 
FLACK Heon Lipwet Ipswich Mot 
Ipswich Pet. Jan. 2. Ord. Feb. 24 
Henver-Baraunst Antaor Reogimnatp 
Windsor Pet. Jan. ®. Ord. Fel. 27 
Hvones, Evwarap, Thatto Heath, St. He 
ond Provision Merchant. Liverpool 
Ord, Feb. 2 
Kwox, Etizasera 
Feb. 24. Ord 
LeowaRD CLARENCE 
Pet. Feb. 36. Ord. Feb. & 
Jous, Lianhilleth. Mon., Playhous 
Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. Fe 
N. Matueson~, Kensin 
9 Ord. Feb. & 
Jaues Lowrurr, York 
%. Ord. Feb. 26 
Torrennam, Harotp Witttam Lorrt 
bigh, Motor Garag Propr 
Pet. Feb. ¢ Ord. Feb. & 





tamnow, Hewnr 
sor 


Cornpow meh 


Hartlepool 
feb. 24 
Noass St John “ 

Court 
PRILLIPS 


RANDERSON, 
Pet. Feb 


Dray 


ADJUDICATION 
CHARLES Tipton 
ey Adjud. Sept 


ANNULLED 
Staff Horse 
1906 Annu! 


MsTEeERs 
Dud 
1920 


13 


m Gazette Fatpay, Mar 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Frank, Mapperley, Notts 
ture Nottinghan Pet. Mar l 
CLEMENTS F ReDeRIcK ILLIAM I 
High Court. Pet. Jan. 26. Ord. M 
Daty JOuN Liverpool La ister 
Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 19. Ord. Mar 
HEAS® CHARLES Cwieh Brent! 
Nov. 14. Ord. Mar. 3 
Heavens, Watter Caartes Hupsox, Iifrac 
staple. Pet. | 16. Ord. Mar. 3 
Hrpoe, Witttam Haror eat Dray 
Pet. Mar. 2 Ord 
JENNINGS Grore 
Jeweller Dudley 
Kinesiey, Conran 
Ag 


( HAMBERS 


} 
nham 


LLOYD 
re 
MouLer 
High Court ‘ 
Mvanmat Witttsam JoONaTHaN 
Pet Jan. DB Ord. Mar 
Owen Trevor LAONARI 
Farmer. Bangor Pe 
PasTon-Coorer Sipne 
Pet. Fel 12. Ord 
Sc HOPFIELD Epuesp JON 
grocer Great Grimseb 
Mar. 1 
THOMPSON H ( 
Oct. 8 Ord. Fe 26 
WADDINGTON Joe Smita 
Rochdale Pet ! 
Amended Notice eubs 
London Ganett 
Josrra Arrare. Birn 
ham Pet. Jan. 5. Or 


at 


titute 


Owen 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED 


SUNDELIOVITCH A Hampstead High ¢ 
Nov. 37. 1919 Res Fet 


1s 1 


ORDER ANNULLING, REVOKING 
RESCINDING ORDER 
Vane-Hatr om Henry, He t r 
Annul Rev r Rew fe Ord 
1919, + nile Ann R 
1920 
FIRST 
FREDERICK 
Mar 15 a 
Haroip Jons 
(Car 


wu Harrow 


MEETINGS 
WILtiam 
Bankr 


CLEMENTS 
Pet 


( Rate 


13 


st. J 


pt 


J 
Kivest Connmap. { \ 
Mar. 18 at 12. Bankrupt 
Ksox, Etrzasera, Hartlep 
Rec 1, Manor-pl Sunde 
Lieut WwW I RNA 
Mar ot It Bankr t 
Liorp, Evan, Penygraig 
man Mar. 12 at fr of 
Pontypridd 
Mouser, F. W Male 
London Mar 1 
Carey 
VMermay, Witttam Jowariay, | 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Scaorts.p, Epmexp Jonx, Gren G 
grocer Mar 13 at ll of R 
chmbrs., Great Grimsby 
Taomrson, H. ¢ St. James 
ruptey-bidgs., Carey-st 
Rise Epwarp Jou 
formerly Fermer. Mar 
Bedford-cir., Exeter 


LANE 


Oxf rd 


St Mary's 


Mar. 5 at J Bank 


Black Té 
15 at 2.30 


Devon 
Rex 9 


rrington 


Off 


7 
= 


ADJUDICATIONS 


Htos, Witttam Haroun, Leicester 
Pet. Mar. 2% Ord. Mar. : 
Jexnines, Geokor ALserr 
ley. Pet. Mar. 2. Ord 
wis, Maj. Srpwer Horton 
Pet. Dee. ®. Ord. Marg. 3 
LLorp, Evan, Penygraig, Glam., Assistant Tis 
Pontypridd. Pet. Mar. 1. Ord. Mar. 1 
Mournrar, Capt. Macrice Fitz-Maweice, St. J 
High Court. Pet. Sept. 2. Ord. Mar. 3 
Scnorisip, Epuenp Jonsx, Great Grimsby 
rrocer. Great Grimsby. Pet. Mar. 1. Ord 
Rieu Epwarp Jons, Black Torrington 
Srnith B staple Pet. Feb. 6 Ord 
WappINoTos Jor Sirsa 


Rochdale, Corn 
Rochde Pet, Feb. 28. Ord. Feb. 28 


Draper. Leicester 


Halesowen, Jeweller Dud 
Mar. 2 
Whitehall. High 


Green 
Mar.! 
Devor 
Feb. 28 

Merchant 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


Maidenhead, Licensed Vi 
Adju Nov ll 1919 Annt 


K tay ALF 
tualler 
Feb. 27 


rep Dawsown 
Windsor 
1920 


(razette rr Mar. 9 


RECEIVING 


l dor ESDAY 
ORDERS 

Clapt 
Jan 


Eprarpe 
urt Pet 


IfLLO «=F RANCESCO 


Traveller. High Ce 


AN@HINGLLY Gann 
Commercial 
Ord. Mar > 

SLACK A Aldermanbury Robe Manufacturer High 
Court Pet. Feb. 27. Ord. Mar. 5 

CHARLES Farl's ¢ rt-sa Hich ¢ 
Dee. 10. Ord. Mar. 3 

Lewis, Epucexp WILLIAM 
Court Pet. Nov. 13 

INGARD Freperick Grorat 
Keeper Brighton Pet. Feb 

Povuttos, Ricuarp, Newenstle-upon-Tyne, Film Rents 
Newenstle-upon-Ty ne Pet. F ll. Ord. Mar 

Sanprormp, Witttim H Ebury-st Victoria Hic? 
Court Pet. Nov. 3. Ord. Mar. 4 

Scort, Eryxest. Cockermout! G m4 
Pet. Mar. 5. Ord. Mar. 5 

Warsow, J Mansion House " a. Ge 
Merchant High Court 
Mar. 4 


Leese irt P 
Elm Park-mansions. Hig! 
Ord. Mar 

Brighton, Boarding Hous 
17. Ord. Mar. 5 


' 


ckermout! 


neral Wholesal 


Nov 2%. Ord 





REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823 
Bmpowered by Specia: Acts of Parliament. 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 
LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 

The Law Costs on Loans are regulated by Scale 

Pafd-np Share and Debenture Capital, 764,825. 


30, Coleman St., London, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
(ESTABLISHED 1885, CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) 





Purchases Reversions and Life Interests, and Grants Loans 


thereon at annual Interest, or by way of Reversionary | 


charge free of interest till the Reversion falls in. 
Apply Seez., 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND 


LONDON, W.« 





KERR & LANHAM, 


Law Stationers and Lay Agents. 


BRIEFS, DRAFTS AND 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED 

COUNTRY GROERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION. 
16, Furnival St., Holborn, E.C. 


ABSTRACTS DEED 








BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


JHICKEN, se a and VEAL | 
INVALIDS. 


Price Liats ef invalid Preparations free oa 
application te 
BRANMYPD & OO. I:.TD., 
Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, 5.W. 


| 





| 


| particulars will be 





THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


PARALYSED a and EPILEPTIC, 
QUBEN SQUARE, BIOOMSBURY, W.c. 
The largest Hospita! of its kind. 
The Charity is forced at present te rely, te some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide | Annuities tor 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 
pA DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


"THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


Mo 
TYPEWRITING PAPER. 


“THE SIGN OF THE BELL" 
“SOUND” and “STRIKING” INVESTMENT. 
DOES THIS AP “PEAL” to YOU. 
13a Quarto size 10 x 8 at G/6 per ream. 
13b Foolscap ,, 13 x Sat 7/6 , , 

No. 13c Draft » 16 x Wat 19/- , - 

No. 13d Brief » 18x Wat IB/- », » 

GREAT VARIETIES. ENORMOUS STOCKS. 

WRITE FOR SAMPLES, WHICH WILL BE SENT POST FREE. 
Carriage paid on all orders over £5. 


SHAW & BLAKE, Lrp., "thw Srarionens,, 


LAW STATIONERS, 
BELL VARD, TEMPLE GAR, LONDON, W.C. 2 


FOUND AT LAST! 


Stationer who can be relied on for 
salen of work, promises fulfilled, and 
examination of work at competitive prices. 


WESTALL’S LIMITED, 


6, Ceorge Street, Richmond, Surrey 
LAW STATIONERS. 
Deeds enzrossed, Plans copied, Typewriting, 
Duplicating, Translations, &c. 

Shorthand Writers attend the Courts. 
COUNTRY ORDERS receive special attention and all 
orders executed by return post. A trial solicited. 
Also at LONDON. CAMBRIDGE, OXFORD AND 
SOUTHAMPTON. 














A 


No. 
No. 























Third and Revised Edition 
Price 16/- net. 
The Law relating to 


THE RECONSTRUCTION AND AMALCAMA- 
TION OF JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


together with forms and precedents, 
by PAUL F, SIMONSON, M.A. (Oxon), Barrister-at-Law, 
EFrINcHAM WILSON, 54, Threadneedle St., E.C.2 


Jast Pablished. 


London : 





| LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY-LANE, FLEEFT- 
STREET, LONDON. 
aH ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
bege to direct the attention of the Legal 
Profession to the advantages of his long experi- 
ence of upwards of fifty years in the epecia in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and to golioit 
ther continued support.—N.B. Forms, for 
Statutory Notices to Creditors and Diesolutions of 
Partnership, with necessary Declaration. File of 
* London Gazette’ ” kept for free reference. By 
appointment. 





PPOINTMENTS KEQUIRED for 
4 ex-Officers and others, familiar with Secre- 
tarial Practice and Company Procedure, as Com- 
pany Secretary, to private Limited Companies; 
investments can be made of £1,000 and upwards; 
.dministrative management, and in some cases 
Technical Management, of a department of the 
husiness is requir in conjunction with the 
Secretaryship; Solicitors acting for Private 
Companies having such openings are requested 
to communicate name and address, when ful! 
be sent; sound companies, open 
investigation. only required.- 
Write, in first instance, to Rox 199, care of 
wee Journal” Office. 27, Chancery-lane, 
WwW 2. No fees or commission required. 


to accountant’s 








